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gard. to general Warrants, nor any 
other queſtion which has occurred for 
many years, has been fo alarming ” OT. > 
TE DoveLas Causx, which threatens | 
a total deſtruction of the invaluable ſecu- 
rity, of BikTHRIGHT, in compariſon of OL 
which all queſtions of Liberty or Pro- 1 


perty are but of inferior moment. F? 
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A Se e warm in the cauſe 
of truth, thinks he cannot better ſhew 
his publick ſpirit and concern, for the 4 £2500 
few of ſociety, than in laying a "ae 
fair ſtate of this matter before THE INà - 
PARTIAL PRO IE of theſe ingdoms, 
that like a faithful watchman, he may 
Parn them of their "AY * 
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he greateſt part of the arguments in 8 


notes of theſe ſpeeches : : Some are 
taken from the memorial for Mr. Doug- 

las, and a variety of bints have en fur- 
niſhed from different ical publica - 
tions. In particular, I am indebted to a 


ſpirited article in the Critical Review. 


I beg leave to add, that ne p 
arrangement, and many new thoughts 
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a noiſe, all over Europe; a 
5 no cauſe evet came befor a court o 
zuſtice, ſo intereſting in its. nature; and 
of ſuch univerſal importance. ' In one 

view it is a queſtion, whether. a young 

gentleman of diſtinguiſhed merit, the 
only remaining repreſentative of the illuſ- 

trious houſe of Douglas, is, after nineteen 

years, poſſeſſion of his citate, to be de- 
prived of it, and to be teduced 2 
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ation worſe. than death? Bull 


view, it is a Queſtion, w 
of birthright, which hay 


for ages, is now to bay 


- MES 1 
77 s 7 n 4 £ 3 £2 
* 


„ 


T be memorials all 
juſtice in this cauſe,” 


9 £5 ? WY » : * 
1 * 
- ** 


— Whoa ns BIOS wa <a 


fab OO OWAS tA Saif —2— ——ũ—Lk“ 


| 


| | . 
5 materials, which they 
ä expence, indu _— 
arrange in ſuch a manner as to car ya L 9 
> i | 
An abridgement ks 5 the Douglas cauſe is a queſtion e 
of it may be fa- „ | 
worably re- Which the impartial poppe of the | 
e,  doms are very ſeriouſſy concerned, 3 | 
e foe are feu who « Ya 1 to the a- 
i \ / 
— 8 will l be 9 received 
[ OR X a | : ea 
| £ Thi © Fob | | , > 
13 Tar going © 
l view of the | glas. Town I am molt warm 
1 cal, reſted for him; but I Hu that h <P 
| e examined his cauſe with impartiality. | 
| mhh eee the Ace. ſheets with an 


able intention. The ar- 
It to thats whc may ho- 
ding. The 


( 


a 


I ADs 


| 
N 
| 
| 


6 . 

: ts \Eotdutt ah the. 
„ les cacie;'- -gdly, ©: 

| - which - has —_ 
: Mr. Douglas. And Athly, 

„ e the p for Mr. Douglas. 3 


1 5 5 9 5 4. 39333 [ne pos. hs 
1 * 4 cf = . - q 4 * 


moſt valuable to man 
RG Oe * LES 

xerty and of honours, all 
I the affections of blos | 


law hath been egy careful | ; 


5 EY 


* 
q 
a 
* 


Pliation What kind or 
* : certainty law re« 


= © ag filia= . 


x 


thing which occurs inf 


CT TO PER 


: 
: 
. 
7 


—— 2 — — — 2 ee” 


123 


re, in a ſtrict philoſophical ſenſe, there 5 
is properly no certainty in filiation. But 


it is the ſpirit of law to diſregard ſuch 
poſſible caſes, and not to look for a cer- 
tainty in the abſtract, but # legal cer- 
tainty. For law, like a kind parent 


ever watchful for the good of her chil- 
dren, hath eſtabliſhed ſuch ſolid rules as 


may check the uneaſy waverings of ſcep- 


ticiſm, and make mankind paſs — 


life with IN and ſatisfaction: 
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Ack non ledg- Therefore it is, that icrontiity to * . 


ment of parent® to aſcertain the birthright of the ſubject, 


and general re- 


port ſuffcient. 0 as to entitle him to ſucceed to the 


greateſt eſtate and honours, nothing more 
is required than his being e 
by two married perſons as their child, 
220 being commonly reputed to be fo. 
This is a natural and an unſuſpicious prin- 


- ciple. It is natural to ſuppoſe that people 


will not acknowledge and ſhew: parental 


fondneſs for children which are not their 


own, and it is unſuſpicious, becauſe it 
bey able confidence in the good 
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| happen in a foreign country, or at leaſt een. 

in a ———— Great Britain hath 

now extended her dominion over a part 

of Africa, as well as over many diſtant 

 Hlands and an immenſe continent in Ame- 

rica; it is therefore of infinite importance „5 

that the children of thoſe who are born - | 
abroad ſhould alſo have e e VU’ 

ſecured to chem. 5 LE: — 


3 .Of this the 110 bath ao ben mind. The low ming- 
ful; for it is a principle i in law, that if aa*/„ 
perſon is acknowledged by two mort il 
perſons as their child, and has in his fa- 
vour the common fame or general belief 
ef the country where he was born, he is 
thereby entitled to the full poſſeſſion 9 
his ſtate and birthright, with all its privi- 
leges in every- part” of the 3 LE it 
will be in vain to object to in 
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ſubjects who are denn beyond ſeas ds 
be inevitably expoſed to the * . 


"1 bens af intereſted people at dene 


This frongly ;Nothing ! is now more common than. 
bought ane es for younger ſons of the beſt families in 


in wels Hag. theſe kingdoms to ſettle in diſtant coun- 
doms, tries; and there are few families of which 
the ſucceſſion does not in four or five 
generations devolve upon a diſtant branch. 
They who are at home, forbſeeing this, 
would have nothing more to do + 5a to 
employ two or three villains to raiſe re- 
ports that the next heir of the family was 
an illegitimate or a ſuppoſititious child: 
5 and in that manner the real repreſenta- 
tive and rightful heir of the nobleſt in 
Europe might be injuriouſſy prevented 
from enjoying the weren. a; * an- 

ceſtors. ME ER 6 | 
| 2 my 5 Should PR: Jaws allow of this: * the 
. tiſh Merchants, reſpectable body of Britiſh merchants 
acer eſtabliſned all over the world, our ſol- 
diers and out r ſailors, and even thoſe whom 
Health or curioſity may lead into fo- 
| Parts, 1 Maſt all be ſub; ected to the 
zeruef don of having their chil- 
COS ſpurious, and robbed 
eee ſelves loaded with 
eee of anc of the 


f oo | A : 1} 
Holding 


E441 


TS Holding: it Wenden bs. an invidlable 4 puiar laintif in an 


prince of law, that a ſubject acknows ation of — 


edged by a huſband and wife as om: (thine 
child, and believed to be fo in the country . 
where he was born, is thereby qo OD 
veſted in the poſſeſſion of the ſacred pri- 


vilege of bitthright: I alſo. held, — 6 2 ot 


according to law, on which we all depend 
for protection, he muſt fetain this pry . 
ſc{hon till thoſe who ſeek to deprive him 
of it do ſhaw that he enjoys it _ a * 
baren ct ee oft 


Ho. 3 hy is a 3 Buds biel} A Defendant in 
intrenched:; in his legal poſſeſſon. He 1 
bound to prove no oireumſtances with n bund to. 
reſpect to his birth, for he is a ſtranger tan hs legal 
to all thoſe circùmſtances; he, like every x- 
one of us, can only ſay, ſuch a man and 
his ſpouſe always acknowledged me ag 
their child, and J have always been 
treated as ſuch by the whole neighbour- 


god, 1 by: * body i in ms a e 


ſhould bring 
to more proofs, 
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neral belief of the ny: where he was 2 
8 born. 8 | 


Any fuch addi- | Any ſuch additional ee? which A IH 
penal poo fendant may chooſe to bring muſt in 
gs be almoſt every caſe be exceedingly i imper- 
fern ſect from the very nature of the thing to 
be proved. The birth of a ſubje& is a 
tranſient a& which often happens. unex- 
pectedly. At any rate it is an act which 
every Circumſtance both of nature and 
guſtom concurs to render as private as 
poſſible; and therefore the evidence of 
an actual delivery will hardly ever be ſuch 
evidence as courts of Joe demand for 
the atteſtation of a fact. | 
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A charge ef The plaintiff, e in a clings 
{money of Paths Suppoſitio have all to do, and 

indeed they have a formidable taſk, when 
they bring ſo odious a charge againſt a 
Wl. ; ſubject who is in full * of "oa 
ii ſtate, | 


— — 2 
hn OT 


bl | The plaintiffs - T he proof which \ ths plaintiffs in ſuch 

|: = a ca F 9 to bring, is a direct and 

| . 9 oſitive proof. Preſumptive evidence is 
in Wall caſes, and is therefore 

Fg Cd te he 8 Ih caution ; but i in a caſe 
1 * = th hoy oye 2 it Aynot be received at all. 
eee es or any dubiety, 

dine rea of taking looſe the fabrick of 
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. ws! ald wedg rent of parents corre 
n by An rere fame. | BEET 


„ Je: is very falſe len to NO that» A trial of Pays 
becauſe preſumptive evidence has been Ae fun © 
| hoppers by Juries in trials of fome e * 
crimes, ould therefore be admitted erte it re-. - 
in 4 trial oe Partus Suppofptio. In a trial — . 
for murder or for 'robbery, it is already : 
certain that a man has been murdered of 
robbed, ſo that it is certain a crime has 

| been committed; and as * Inter eft repub- 

lice ne crimina maneant” impunita, it is 

the intereſt of the ſtate that crimes ſhould 
not paſs unpuniſhed,” it is neceſſary to 
have recourſe to ſuch evidence as the na- 
ture of the crime will admit. But an 
accuſation of Partus Suppoſitio is widely 
different ; for there that a crime has been 
committed i 18 neceſſary to be proved. We 
have nothing for it but the aſſertion of a 
_ plaintiff which may be unjuſt ; and there- 
fore I deny that a preſumptive evidence | 
_ circumſtances all made to refer to a 85 1 
ſuppoſed crime can be allowed in an ae- 1 
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comforts and enjoy mental and 40; ** bak 
thoſe principles by W ich we u are 
m ated to be 8909 citizens. hee 
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be who. would overthrow an eſtabliſhed 
_ filiation, muſt bring ſuch a proof as ren+ - 
ters the filiation i im . 


The important Theſe WEARS principles of hut "oy 
— come gradually 4 in proportion to 
ge the time that a ſubject has been in poſe 
1 ſeflion of his s becauſe although he 
is originally obliged to bring no —— 

proof but that of the acknowledgement 
of his parents, and the belief of the 

country where he was born, he 14 

afterwards be under a neceſſity of bri 

ing more evidence in order to ſhew t the. 
weakneſs or falſity of the proofs brought 

againſt him: But if the action againſt 

him ſhall be long delayed, the preſump- 

tion of law in his favour will have grown 

up to a much greater degree of ſtrength 

than if the action againſt him had been 

brought at an early period; becauſe from 

the gradual decay of memory, and the 
unavoidable death of witneſſes by the 
lapſe of time, a defendant cannot — rea- 

ung ſuppoſed to bring ſuch a proof 

at ih gage of ten, twelve, or fifteen 

vage as col be done at an early pe- 

” RE Rouſnd- little circumſtan- 

1 ? ny years be totally in- 
. may by the art of coun-- 
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. an action of purtus ſuppoſitis is an The wgre for 


action ſolemn, . and alarming 


undertaken mmer te pique 
ntment, it is — on 
wich = jealous: eye z for ſuch is human 
nature, that our evil paſſions will in- 
fluence us more than any other motive, 


and they who would proceed with calm 


neſs, and with juſtice, in a matter of 
mere intereſt, will be guilty 
and of diſhoneſty, when OO wy n. 
1 | 


of violence, | 


undertaking aa 
action of partey 


to ſociety, the motives for undertaking: 
it ſhould be the moſt unexceptionable. — 
If it ſhould appear that ſuch an action is 
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The mob of 4 an n . 


be particularly candid, for all who wiſh 


therefore be carried on in the moſt open 


and unſuſpicious manner. Were this 


erime to become frequent, all the hap- 


pineſs of kgm life. den by a0-98 


7 cnd—every. inſtance of it muſk 
diminution of our happineſs, 7 
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well to ſociety, ſhould wiſh to have it 
found that no ſuch atrocious crime has . 
been committed. Every thing ſhould 
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Por i The motives of the plaintiffs in the 
inthe Doug Douglas - cauſe, will appear from the 
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The family of The Wen of ine e 50 


Maran e had long carried on deſigns to 


e obtain the ſucceſſion of the Douglas 


aftwallyobtained eſtate, on the deceaſe of the late duke; 


a ſettlement of 


che eſtate. and had ſucceeded ſo far, that the duke 
had actually made a ſettlement upon that 
family, in prejudice of Mr. Douglas, his 
nephew, the defendant in the Douglas 
cauſe, who was artfully repreſented to 
the duke as a ſuppoſititious child. 


Det, Tn this ſituation ae ee till 
andthe ele after the duke's marriage, when the dut- 
n cheſs of Douglas, who was fully con- 
vinced of the iniquity of all the accuſa- 
tions brought againſt Lady Jane Douglas, 
fiſter of the duke, and mother of the 
preſent defendant, exerted herſelf with a 
ſpirit and generofity which will ever do 
her honour ; and was ſo happy as to un- 
deseive the duke, and to prevail with him 
cane * ſettlement which: oo Tin: 


mer, offand..1 4X 2 e —— 
eſta ID: uglas as heir male; but 


1þ 


the court of 


' ion. 


„ 6 

it was given againſt - him by an. almoſt 20 
unanimous deciſion, there being but a 
ae 8 e ſuſtaining his / ny 4 A 2 0 fan 


» b * 9 a 
erty off Is Matis d $ Hoe 6 


milton would immediately mari carried been firſt ſettled 
appeal tothe 


this ſuit by appeal before the houſe of l of Lords, 


Lords, in order to have it finally ſettled, 
whether or not they could have any claim 
upon the Douglas eſtate? and con- 
ſequently, if they had any buſineſs to in- 
e in the: e of tint i 


|Inflead ob: this; the family! of Hamil- | Infled of which 


the preſent ſuir 


ton commenced. the great ſuit known by was commenced, | 


the name of the Douglas cauſe, with in⸗ 
tention to prove that the preſent de- 
fendant was in reality not the ſon of the 
Lady Jane Douglas, but a ſuppoſititious 


child, | picked: up! wand the ſtreets of - f 
n 3 1! 1 ) 
* 1 WY — 2 982. ; 1 24 


2 this duke Funding N have no Duke Hamilton 

can have no in- 

ale: intereſt, for abt: the ne of tereſt in it, 

Douglas ſhould be found to belag the 
heir. male, duke Hamilto _— Hy: 5; 

take it up in prejudice: oth F Doaglas 

as well as of the othe# heirs: of line: "Bs 3 

And if it ſhould: be fou that th e ft: ET 

belonged to the heirs aka 9 

the other heirs would c out Joke 4:4 : 7 * 3 

anilton as effectu Ks as Mr. Doug "4 45 

would do. T 1 W | 


$ WS 


ght that the family of Has ee, 


* 
— — —— — —— —K. . — —-— rx —2— — TI erm — — — — 


(14) 


On the.con- N fo far was duke Hamilton fron 
* 3068 1 any intereſt in this cauſe; that he 


againſt the in- 


# 


motives of the 


Leh. was taking the direct method to prevent 
aaa chance which a branch of the family 


Had of obtaining the eſtate of Douglas. 


e \ For the late duke of Douglas a little 
before his death made a ſetilement, in 


Which be provided, that failing his ne- 
phew Mr. Douglas, the preſent” — 4 
duant, his eſtate ſhould go to lord 
las Hamilton, the preſent duke of Hamil- 
ton's brother. By the law of Scotland, 
a deed made upon death-bed is not valid 
if challenged by the next heir; but it 
might reaſonably be ſuppoſed, that if the 
family of Hamilton had behaved” in 4 
proper manner towards Mr. Douglas, he 
would, as ſoon as he came of age, have 
confirmed the dying intentions of his 
uncle, in favour of lord Douglas Hamil- 
ton. Whereas it may well be believed 
' that after the family of Hamilton have 
done all in their power to blacken the 
_ rgmonrnof his parents, and to ruin him- 
F {<6 \ 4 5 T . would hardly chooſe 
= ks elt⸗ te to any 2 their race. 


plaintifts in this cor bs "= "mw e'no Intereſt in this * but on 
regen ie e certainly been acting 
A Intereſt, they can have no 


revenge a LS 
| motive to "carry i it ON but revenge againſt 
Mr . 


* 


i: 15 * 


glas, as the: innocent cauſe of _ in 


"ks having been difappointed in their __. 
: OTOL e Cs De the 8 


0 eſtate of e . 


The ned of 1 e plaintifß i in — The condutt o 


the plaintiffs the 


a Douglas cauſe, merits a. very particular printipal point | 
: 3 If we conſider it lightly, ,: 


and 28 4 circumſtance of little conſe- 


| 2 we cannot do juſtice to the de- 


dant, becauſe the conduct of the cauſe 
has been ſo extraordinary, I will ſay 


more, has been ſo iniquitous on the part 
of the plaintiff, that it will account to us 


for many of the proofs which they have 
brought, and for the defects in the proof 
3 OM has been brought by the defendant. 


Lady Jaws Douglas, fouls. of John They delay theie 


3 en ing Eſquire, afterwards Sir John death of lady 


Stewart, of Grand tully, was delivered at Ind urea 


Paris of two male. twins, by Monſieur — 


La Marre, man- midwife, on the 10th b. 


dant of lady Jane, being 


of July, 1748, in the tanto” Madame 
rune, Mrs. Helen, Hewit, . the.atten- 


was what the plaintiffs hadron 

but they never attempt to. do. It . "8 
after the death of lady Jane 2 1 
fourteen years after thy Hof 


855 N | | * 
; 7 ; F f ” " * 2 + 5 * 8 
4 T.. TS" 
„ 2 


e 
2 3 2 
- o 
* ” 


| 6 26 ) 
Mir. Andiew ©, Tſtead of applying to the court of eſs 
3 3 for a commiſſion to take a proof, ſo 
privately tu fe · that fairneſs might have been enſured. to 


tis, and a cri- 


winal proces is both parties, Mr. Andrew Stuart, duke 
raiſed before the 
Tounelle. Hamilton's agent, was ſent- privately to 
3 Paris, where he employed one Danjon, 
24 RProcureur, with ſeveral other Frenc!k { 
* agevts, and after various ſecret: enquiries. 
and conſultations, a criminal proceſs was 
raiſed before the Tournelll, treating Sir 
John Stewart and Mrs. Hewit, as al- 
ready convicted of the crime of partus 
Juppoſitio, and inſiſting to have dem 8 975 
niſhed a 25 F | 


14 This neoceſs was in chality A an x inſult : 

Juſtice, upon juſtice, It was a mock accuſation 
as it related to two Britiſh ſubjects who 
were not undet᷑ the juriſdiction of France, 
and therefore could not be e wy. 


the courts of F rance. 


{The el ten- The real intention pe, it was. to obtain 
bein partial eri. Partial depoſitions in ſupport of the plain- 


tain partial evi - 


dence. tiff Of auſc from witneſſes examined in a 
_privatemanncr, at the inſtance of one 
_ .. partyathoutic e knowledge of the other; 
John Stewart, or Mrs. 
REID: to Paris to give aſſiſt- 


Egetcndant, fince however 
ocent; i they had varied from the 
rie ß tions, they would have 
put bo the torture, 
The 


g — — 


1 aw * 


The nature of a Tournells examination The horrid i 


ture of the 


is this: 4 Plainte or accuſation drawn up Teel. 
by a party in ſuch terms as he thinks 
Proper... and, no doubt, plainly calculated 

ead a witneſs, is given in to the judge. | 
This Plarnte is read over in the hearing. 
of the witneſs, who is then called upon 
to tell what he knows concerning it; 
what the witneſs ſwears in conſequence 
of this Plainte, is immediately written 
by the grefier or ſecretary, who attends 
upon the judge; and when once ſo writ= 
ten, a witneſs is for ever after nailed _ - | 
down..: and muſt tell the preciſe ſame 
ſtory at the riſque of the moſt dreadful | 
puniſhment. There is here no oppor- 
tunity for an oppoſite party to aſk ſuch 
queſtions as. may make a witneſs recollect 
himſelf when in a miſtake, or as may en- 
trap him when uttering falſehoods. No, 
the Plainte is read over, the witneſs tells 
his tale, and to this tale he muſt ever after 
ſtrictly and invariably adhere; an eſta- 
bliſhment not to be found in any country 
which knows not the torture, and 
therefore it was well ſaid by a grea man, 
that if there was a brigg 
France and England, ſo a 
nelle could val over, * 1 oy fy wo; the 
ultima. Ti bule.” 
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dark, and to gain a moſt undue advan- 
tage over the defendant. WS 


They publiſh as But not content with e the 
883 Tournelle, that horrid engine of tyrannical 
2882 power, they had alſo recourſe to the ter- 
rors of Popiſh ſuperſtition. Application 
was made to the Church, and the arch- 

| biſhop of Paris moſt readily” iſſued what 

was called a monitoire important, an 
infamous libel, in which the whole ſto- 

ry which the plaintiffs wiſhed to prove 

was fully narrated: Nay, ſuch deſcrip- 

tions were given of the perſons accuſed, 

that not a man or woman in all France, 

could fail to form ideas of Sir John Stew- 

art and Mrs. Hewit, ſo that every inte- 

reſted wretch, and every deluded crea- 

ture, were ſo conducted to the point 1n 

view, thata very little art, or a very little 
Imagination was ſufficient to make them 

ſwear what ſerved the PO purpoſe. 


This more This Monitoire was more atrocious 
ebe than val, as it was more expreſs and 
caſe of Oe. e o ſhew it at once in all its 
OY 0 aver, that even in the ar- 
3 eee France, ſuch a Moni- 
eee never known; it was 
. H wore un that in the caſe of Calas, 

1 ne the ol quence was to aſſemble 
1 es, that an aged father was 
" erally broken upon the wheel, as the 
| alled,, ed 


* 


© 19 2 
alia ed murderer of his ſon, though he 


was pe otra, when it was, alas! too „ 
late, clexrly proved to have been in nocent. 


Can we ous deteſtation and ab- The oihgtmgce 
v hich tt.eſe pro- 
; horrence, read of ſuch proceedings as elk inſpire 
theſe, in order to influence a Britiſh 
cauſe, begun without any intereſt on the 
rt of duke Hamilton, the motives. of 
which were vindictive, and it's intention, 
to ſtigmatize with infamy, two perſons 
of rank and character, who are now 
gone and unable to anſwer for them- 
ſelves, and to forfeit the birth- right of 
one of the nohlelt of his e s ſub- 


jects. 


But I am not under the neceſſity of , . 
| only throwing out general declamation Freach proceeds. 
ings clearly diſ- 
upon the dangerous nature _of theſe cored Wy 
t | 
French proceedings, which have been ſo hanteet Pes 
ſeverely condemned by the houſe of Peers. 6 
1 am in condition to give 8 and di- 
ſtinct evidence of the miſerab eff 
7 which they have 171 roduced his "A "Wb 
ſupreme court, wh ich off ered the ph; „ 
tiffs to make a product ON 8 the PA ers 
containing the inform whaeh.. tl 
had fo unjuſtly obtained Sas FER. 
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Mr. e Stuart, in "= Af tc to Ar Andrew | 


Stuart changes 


the Tournelle. ſays, in fo many words that bis ground with * 
regard to the 


C 2 | | : lady pregnancy. | 
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connection bes 


A Cl. 
lady Jone put on ithe appearance. of preg- 
nancy x. This we may well believe to bike f 
been the caſe, whether the birth was 
true or ſuppoſititious; and e muſt be- 
lieve, that all who ſaw lady Jane, con- 

curred in telling him ſhe had that appear - 

ance: But Mr. Andrew: Stuart ſeems 
afterwards to have changed his ground, 
and was deſirous to prove that lady Jane 
had not even the ee = . 


Mademoiſelle In Mr. Andrew Stuart 8. Journal, we 


Hiberrt aſſures 


rw find that he had a converſation with 
Jane appeares Maucdlemo i/elle Loui iſe Hibert, who told him 
ramen expreſly that lady Jane had the appear- 
ance of pregnancy, and appeared to be 
five months gone with child. \ 


Mademoife!ſe Yet when this fame Madems; 72 Hi- 
Hibert, after the 
1577 comes to be examined after the 


a Tournelle, 


Boe d wee? Tournelle proceedings and Monitoire, ſhe 


Jane did not 


appearto be ſwears expreſly that ſhe obſerved no ap- 
pearance of. pregnancy about, e * 


Francois La 
Marre informs 
Danj« u the LE 
plaintiff” e 5 
eureur, of ihe | 


Dani x, duke Hamilton 8 "French 
t note, we find that he had 
nes With Francois La Marre, 
tween Pier 13 brot Sf 0 pd { 7 re La Marr 4 2 who told 
Merre and Ma him frankly. 21 g readily, Sur le champ 
dame Le Brun FLAG 

et fans refer, that his brother Pierre La 
Marre the Aceoucheur, was in corre- 


5 — 
e oy 8 


N Purf. Tr. p. 1021. 
+ Purſ. Pr. p. 902. 


i, ſpondence 


+ 21 * 
ſpondence and intimacy with Madam Le 
Brun; that his brother may have * 
[ ey midwifry. ; and * . was 
. e with her. * : 


In Danjou's 8 ſecund note, we find 8 
Francois La Marre telling this agent of this information 
the plaintiffs, that the other party had ing ber te . 
been with him, and that he had inform- ——_— 
ed them of all that he knew, except as 5 
to Madam La Brun, which ſhews, that 
Francois La Marre was by this time pret- 
ty well diſpoſed to conceal what might 
9 the defenders. 185 


* 1 2 1 


When Fand La Matre comes to ; be Francois Le. 


Marre ſwears 


as by the Commiſſioners of the point blank the 
reverſe of what 


court of ſeffion, he ſwears point blank be tots Danjou. 
the reverſe of what he had at firſt of his 
"On accord told to Danjou. | 


5 th one of the plaintiff s French memo- Mam Mich- 


elle informs the 


rials, we find that they had a converſa- ne agehts = 


that Lady Jane * 


tion with Madam Michelle, who told had all the ap- 


them, that Lady Jane had all the appear- fat nn 


ing newly f 


ance of a woman newly brougey to bed. brought to bed, 


. 1M Madam Mich- 
But after the Tournellg| W d | ogy 


Monitdit. Madam bn di. 


the matter, and, when oY 1 n { ee, to fickly 
* Def. Pr. p. 1031. | 


+ Def. Pr. p. 136. 
i Par. Pr. p. 933. 
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| days that Lady Jos; ind 1 Pair re. 5 
CCF > 0606. 5 


M. Gill, an | A French counſel, pie ed FR 8 
i Douglas, having heard that Mr. Gilles, 
« ditorered. ſurgeon in Paris, had' been an acquaint- 
ance of Pierre La Marre, applied to M. 
Morand, a ſurgeon of eminence, deſiring 
him to enquire at M, Gilles, what he re- 
membered of ſundry particulars, concern= 
ing which a note won Wl queſtions 


was given, to M. Morand. 


Meters Mo- Monſieur Morand not being particu- a 

— ; larly acquajpted with M. Gilles, employ- 

_—— M. Moreau, firſt ſurgeon of the Hotel 
Dieu, to put the queſtions : and accord- 
ingly M. Moreau returned the queſtions, 
with anſwers dictated by M. Gilles, and 


written by M. Moreau 1 in his preſence, * 


M. Gilles's an. The bende of theſe anſwers was, 
one in g., that M. Gilles was told by Pierre La 

wr 4 he de. Marre, that he was to bring a ſtranger 
As va Lady to bed, who might make his for- 

tune, and that he had actually delivered 

her of twins. That Monſieur La Marre 

chat he had the care of a child 

that * at *Menilmontain. That M. 

Sie WW. t Sag # t this ER” N was 


. 


houſe of Madame Le Sg. „ 


Fl Boch M. Morand and M. Moreau, are Monfeur M. 
Gentlemen: of the higheſt reputation in 722 nd Mee 
their profeſſion; and it cannot be ſuppo- Sead. 
ſed hs: they would uſe the leaſt ende 

vour to influence a witneſs, or obtain un- 

fair anſwers from him. 80 that we muſt 
believe that theſe anſwers 2 * N M. 

Gilles were the genuine trutu. 


Yet when M. Gilles has od of the l. Gilles, aten 


8 the Monitoire 
Monitoire and Tournelle proceſs, he and RR „„ 
ſwears poſitively + that he does not recol- het he h | 


| 
| 
| 
lect to have heard from Monſieur La ed fd. | 
| 
| 


Marre that the foreign Lady was brought 
to bed of twins: that he never knew a 
woman of the name of Le Brun, nor did 
he ever hear the ſaid M. La Marre ſay, 
that he was acquainted with a woman of = 
that name. And as to the time of the * 
delivery, he, of Bis own accord, obſerved, 

that it could not wo be before the e | ' 


1748. 


Such 5 is s the oath. of a Gilles, 1 
after having given the pointed anſwers: "4m 
favourable to the defendant, -whic have. . 
been above recited; and i it is extreme! 0 | 
particular, that this man, who 3 in "Ms... . 
oath hath, for decency” s ſakes depoſet 


1 Def. pr. p- 533. 


94 


ly told, is ſo ap — 1er 

cumſtances might in any y reſpeck affiſt the 
defendant, that he takes care to cut them 
off effectually from this cauſe, by a round 
aſſertion, that the delivery c — not but . 


be before the Fw 1748; OE wot 


Te was foreſeen 80 fatal to the Sefbpdune't were t 
echt men, thar moſt iniquitous proceedings in France, 
hee be pervert. Which every wiſe and upright man con- 


here be pervert- 
eg. demned from the firſt moment they were 


* 


* mentioned; becauſe it was evident that 


they would tend to pervert juſtice.— 
How far they have done ſo, the inſtances 
ſelected from the proof will be ſufficient 
to ſhew. | | : | 
A frockine fat But there is a fact in the conduct of 


which the 
plaintiffs have the plaintiffs, which they have not at- 


not attempted 


io juli. tempted to juſtify i in their elaborate me- 


morial ; nor can I ſee indeed the leaſt 
poſſibility of juſtifying it, as it is a thing 
Clearly proved, and of a maſt ſhocking 
nature. | 


Phe plaintiffs - It appears, that when . plaintiffs 


rench agents | 

n deſpair be- Fre 2 
= Th themſelves. : 
ta the bak of 
Wege 


nen Agents were deſpairing o making 
my Aten in Paris, they at laſt fell 
of Michelle, an inn-keep- 
erz; Which Pore, that Mr. Fluratl, a 
Satie An, and his family, had come to 
' this Welt . the 8th of July "me 
_ an 


and re 


| ma. 


iy 3. 


diſcovery, ſince it would effectually prove 


an ahib/ on the i oth of July, the day on 
Wich Lady Jane is faid to have been de- 
livered at Madame Le Bruns. It was 

| affirmed by Mr. Andrew Stuart, that the 
name of Fluratl was written by Sir John 
- Stewart's hand, with which he was well 


acquainted ;* and then a ſtrong. argu- 


ae there chitee wels. This 
Was blazed abroad as a moſt important 


ment of ſuſpicion was drawn from Sir 


ook of Michelle having been carefully 


peruſed, and commented upon, was by 


a warrant from the never- failing Tour- 
nelle, locked up; fo that no perſon could 


have acceſs to ſee it, but op: the plain- 


tiff $ application. a 


In the courſe of the proof, it was ne- It becomes ne- 
ceſſary to prove 


bes to have evidence of what was con- the 
tained in this book; the proper way of Wiebe bok. 


proving which, was no doubt by pro- 


_ ducing the book. But the plaintiffs 
agents knew well that it would not bear 


examination; and that all they had ſo 
pompoully boaſted. of this book, would 
appear to be downright f They 


Lob s having taken a falſe name. + This 


were therefore e 15 A "SY dilem- 
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A deſperate ex- But had now 4 far to re- 
e ry a ee e was re:. 
ſolved upon. If it ſhould paſs, . 
cauſe was infallibly won; and if it ſhould , 
be diſcovered, they had already ſtood the 
ſtorm which had been raiſed by the Mo- 
nitoire and Tournelle; and they were 
pretty well hardened to the moſt * 
accuſations. The 


Denen # This deſperate N was to o bring 
leaf with re. forth a champion in ſwearin g. T hey addu- 
cler tel. ced one Manſicur Duruiſſeau, a gentleman 
with a great many ſounding titles after 
his name — Maitre Pierre Charles Du- 
ruiſſeau, Conſeiller du Roi, Commiſſaire 
 Enqueteur et Examinateur au Chatelet.— 
This man had the cuſtody of the book, 
and had examined it carefully ; and he 
deliberately ſwears, That he examined 
Michelle's book {en a conftate Fetat and 
that the article of Fluratl did not at all | 
appear to him any way ſuſpicious ; ſo 
much the rather that there were the 
Viſa of the Inſpecteur before and after 
the article in queſtion, That he does 
not perfectly remember if the Viſa which 
are put before and after this Article, are 
of. hae ame month with the article; but 
_ remembers that there are upon the ſame 
_ leaf on whi cl this article is wrote, and 
ſuhſe _ me thereto ſome other articles 
vio OS © the deponent- does not 
F recollect 
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recolle& the number; neither does the 


deponent recollect if the Viſa of the . 
 Jpetteur does immediately follow the arti- 


cle of Fluratt, or is put after one or " : 


veral other articles; but he is certain 


there is a Viſa on the ſame page on which 

the article in queſtion is wrote. That 
ſo far as he can remember, the article 
which goes before that of Fluratl is of 
a date anteriour to that of the 8th of 
July. That he aſked Michelle, of whoſe 


hand writing was the article of Fluratl; 


and that Mzchelle anſwered the deponent, wh 


that this article was neither of his wri- 
ting, nor that of his wife; and that he 


preſumed that it was of the perſon who 
called himſelf Fluratl—That Michelle's 


livre du Commiſſaire- which is brought to 
him, commences ſubſequent to the 1750; 
and that he never ſaw Michelle s livre du 
Commiſſaire for the Year 1748. That 
the article of Fluratl appeared to him of 


a hand writing diſtin& and different from 
all the articles both upon that and the 
next page: and that it was the beſt 
wrote of the articles on a that or. the next 


| page. 


After this, it e (road 
evidence, that Sir John a rw far 
did not come to Michelle s ue of 


er of importance; fo it wa 


' 
1 
| 
4 
f 
A 
4 


e gence, that Mi- 
cholle' s book | 
cou d not berrue, 


July. Mzchelle's book . no asg __ 


reer — 


1 26 * 
order to remove a ue t thrown. out 
on the part of the defendant, that the + 
article Fluratl had been ſapetinduced by 
the plaintiffs agents. This ſuſpicion was 
indeed removed. But when the book 
was produced, it ſhewed why the plain- 
tiffs agents had kept it locked up, and 
why they had brought forth a man to 
ſwear to its contents. 


The hanf! Upon examining the bar, — 3 a 
1 orden! figure does this Duruiſſeau make! 
for it appears that the article Flurati is 
poſterior to an article of the 12th July: 
that there was no va of the e, 
as ſworn to by Duruiſſeuu: that there 
were ſeveral other articles on the ſame 
and preceding page, of the ſame hand- 
writing with that of Fluratl.— Michelle 
poſitively ſwears, he never told this man 
that the article was written by Furat! ! 
himſelf, but always faid it was written | 
by the maid of the houſe. And though 
this man ſwears, that he never ſaw Mi- 
chelle's Livre du Commiſſaire for the 1748, 
yet that book was afterwards recovered ; 
and it appears that this very Duru! iſeau 
had Written in it a very ew. days before 
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ervations en ih this Wario g fact a few obvious 

this glaring fact, ZE | SA - 3 
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The plaintiff French agents had gen The plaintiffs _, 


French agents 


this bock, and examined it with CREE. hevies onntcad 


Michelle 
Can they therefore deny that they Were Mic dier books 


in the knowledge * bad Dara dſeau s per- in the know- 


| :ledge of Duruiſ- 
jury? 3 = : . ſeau's perjury. 


1 t. is an F” maxim, nemo gratis 1 fe is deere "I 


be inferred, that 


no body will be wicked for nothing, It the plimits + 
is not then to be believed, that Durui- 2 — 


bau ſubmitted to proſtitute himſelf to o e 
this ſhameful perjury, without being re- „ 
warded. We are therefore well war- 

ranted to infer, that the plaintiffs French 


agents have been BON of ſubofnatiogy * 
of perjury. Wy 


* aſk. FLOG ow Tatts would 15 The plaintiff 


b 
theſe French agents go in the proſecution 2 
of their cauſe And I deſire to know, if bern andcan 
any credit can be given to the proofs, 


which they have reared UP; 


As this 18 only the Effence of the Dou- i « party i: 
glas cauſe, I do not mention various per- be phe 
juries, which appear in the plaintiffs us 
proof, par ticularly: that of Megnas, date the 
it is certain and eſtabliſhed laws that i by A <p 
a party ſhall be proved to H ſuborned - 
even one witneſs to perjure  bimſelf, * 4 
vitiates and contaminates the? whole. 1 4 og 
his proof, for no man can 1 * . 
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11 TO . 
Noble faying of It was nobly faid by a great man, „ 1 
*berkman. vain are judges learned — In vain are 
Judges upright, if the channels of juſtice 
are corrupted. Dd | | 


| ür That the . of -uſtice 8 been 
have been co. corrupted in the Douglas cauſe, I hope 
Douglas ce, I have ſhewn beyond diſpute, from an 


ene inveſtigation of the Proof. ; 98 


This confomes Beſides, this is confirmed 570 the e high 

dy the ſolemn = 
oaths of two authority 'of two judges of the court of 
cn, Seſſion. The Lords Gardenſton and 
Monboddo, who were both in France 

as counſel for Mr. Douglas, have both 

declared upon their great oaths, that the 

French proof is corrupted by the atro- 

.cious proceedings of the plaintiffs. Theſe 

judges have done no leſs, ſince they have ſo- 

lemnly affirmed it in judgment. And as 

theſe two only, of the whole fifteen, had 

acceſs to know the real truth in this im- 

portant affair, we cannot give faith to 


1 to b both theſe judges. 
laintifff . 
— c conduct chis cauſe, has been ſuch, 
open their eri- and wers their proof really as ſtrong as 


the proof which has been brought againſt 
Mr, Douglas, without doing a manifeſt 
— — 4 weeds __ and moſt atrocious 
hy that theplaintiffs proof can bear no faith; 
den 
they have vaunted it to be, I do main- 
2 | tain, 


- 


4.3% „ 5 1 
tain, that no jury could pronounce a ver- ö | 
| dict upon ſuch rotten eridence. „FF*§35 


Therefore the hs cauſe may NY The Douglas 
mit of a very ſhort decifion ; nor is there det 27 be dee 
any occaſion for taking the trouble to ene. 
examine the immenſe proofs which have 
been collected with regard to it; ſince, 
after all, no man can venture to decide 


upon theſe proofs. 


} + 


As, however, the plaintiffs have ſuc- Pen n. 

ceeded ſo far as to obtain a decree of the . 
court of ſeſſion by the caſting vote of the Nr. Beg. 
Lord Freſident, I ſhall examine the proof 
which they have — IE Mr. 
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It on of two geen heads. fſt, 1. engt, of tee 
Things abſolutely excluſive of the de- 


fendant's being the ſon of Lady Jane 
Douglas; and, 2dly, Circumſtances which 


look like preſumptions . it. 


rr be 


Under the firſt head are two articles. ri Firſt general 
head contains 


Iſt, That Lady Jane Was not regnant; two articles ab- 
and, 2dly, That upon the 6 eee u. 
ſhe was in the houſe of Godefireiy aninn- * 
keeper in Paris; and iſo: . 
could not be delivered that day at ö 


houſe of Madame Le Brun. e Birr = 
* 5 
; With 


42 75 
The age of Lady _ With regar 4 to the pri nancy ths. 
8 obj ection ariſing from the age Lad 
very foundation Jane is now given up; though it is 5 : 


la. terial to, obſerve, - that it was her age 
alone which originally furniſhed a pre- 
tence to her enemies to owe, 2 TOO, 


againſt „ 


No proof tht The ks by bich the e Olintifs 
Lady Jane feign- have attempted” | ſhew chat Lady Jane 


ed pregnancy. 
ah ſimulated or feigned pregnancy, are the 
. weakeſt that can poſſibly be imagined “, 
1 though one ſhould have thought this 
| would haye been the ee of their 
cauſe. 1 


Lady Jane's be- Bar a fact which was open to the ob- J 
Aden bo nid. ſervation of multitudes was too ſtubborn 
tudes, even for Duke Hamilton's agents, with 
all their art; they were therefore obliged: 
to deſiſt from attacking, where there Was 


a fair field for e. 


The plaintifs They betook thenſelhta to what, eng 
che nadel u. the very nature of the thing, muſt be 


the natural or- 


der of this cauſe, priyate, and where there was room for. _ 


and attempt an- 


other alibi. 1 aden o their dark e Don't 


- 


| * «It will he "i in the fourth; part of this El. 
ö * that à clond of witneſſes believed Lady Jane 
pregnant,” Whereas not a ſingle evidence has been 
brought who even pretends to have had a ſuſpicion. 
_— her appearance of Fregunne was falſe or af- 
e ed. 
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3 
ak of pregnancy, ſay they. It — - 
fot be, for there was no delivery. We 
Ip prove Lady Jane to have been on the 

oth of July in the hoyſe of Godefroi, 
2 11 the Hotel de Chants; for ſhe entered 
to that inn upon the 4th. of July, and 


did not leave it till the 14th. And this 


we can prove by the books of that inn, 
and by che oaths of Godefrot and His 
wife. 8 


* 2 
4 - * 


Before examining Ui Erdeges of this The pinch 
alibi at Godefroi s, it is of conſequence to fhemſtlverar firſh 


gave no credit to 


obſerve, that the plaintiffs themſelves, at the evidence of 


the. beginning of the cauſe, and for a; 
long time afterwards, did not give the 
leaſt credit to that evidence; for we have 
ſeen that they betook themſelves to an- 
other alibi at Michelle's, totally contra- 
dictory to the alibi at. Gogefroi's ; and 
therefore it is probable, | that Godefroi and 
his wife did not nth at Ur S they 
ſwear now. 


this alibi, and it 
is probable no 
ſuch evidence did 


It is a6 of conſequence to ſtate the The r at; 


ſtrong evidence which the W reared 


ſtronger than 
this, tho' now 


up for the alibi at Michelle's 5% „„ A —.— * 


Madame Michelle f wore, "Up? in Ky The 150 alibi 


book of the Inſpecteur depoſited at tlie 
Tournelle, there is an article, : which 
bears, that one Monſisur Flurail, a Scotſ- 


man, and his family, entered to the Ho- 
| D tel 


proved by Ma- 
dame Michelle. | 
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tel d Anjou, kept by her and her hur- 
band, on the 8th of Ju] . qu 
this article was inſerted 
Marie Maliſet, who was at that « a = 
ſervant in the faid Botel. That the ſaid 
Maris wrote that article the . ſame day 
that the gentleman entered, and that it 
was in preſence of the Wo, * that all 
thoſe who came to at her houſe 
were inſerted: in the book of the In/pec- 
teur, at leaſt that it ſhould be ſo; and 
that ſhe does not believe that ſhe failed 
in that; ſo much the rather, becauſe it 
is the intereſt of thoſe who keep houſes 
nat to omit to inſert their 1 s in the 
book of the In/ goal which ſerves them 
for a rule to hx the epoch of the pay- 
ment, which runs from the day when 
the apartments ard hired TY: 


The bi , = Monfieur Michelle, huſband to dhe pt pre- 
deer Michele. ceding witneſs, ſwore, that the Pony day 
that Sir John and Lady Jane arrived, the 


girl Marie aſked the gentleman's name, 
and inſerted it the ſame * in * book 
4 the r t. | 


The force of |_| Fre n theſe pals] it was proved, 
my — hat. Lic. ohn Stewart, under the deſig- 
nation of , all, was entered in the book 
+ Purf! Pr. p. 848. 
+ Purſ. Pr. p. 856. 
I Purſ. Pr. p. 839. 1 1 
— 5 of 9 


' 146. Cid; 
of the Inſpeeur on the 8th of July, the 


very day of his arrival; and that as this 
book fixed the time from which the room 


rent was payable, Sir John had pa rent 


at Michelle's n e * my el July 


downwards, 


Madam Blaiwville, a tain who lodged 
in Michelle's houſe, ſwore that Sir John 
and. Lady Jane entered to Michelle's in 
the beginning of July, ſhe does not- ex- 


The fr alibi 
proved by Ma- 
dame Blainville. 


actly Rnou the day : and from the 
account this witneſs gives of the tranſ- 


actions. of Sir John and Lady Jane, it 
would appear that they were about 
twenty days in the hotel before the left 
it, which was on the 29th of July, ſo 
— her depoſition makes their entry cor- 


with the book of the Inſbe#:ar, 


4 fworn why M. and Madame Michelle. 


Abo A periw is malt. low The firſt alibi 
t 


- Michelle, fwore 
came to Mzchetle's 10 the month 
of Joly, and went away about-the month 
of Auguſt, after having ſtaid, as he . 
lieves, a lrttle tefs than a month Fo 


at Sir John and his * 


yy * 
3 Ke | 
EET * 8 


beer beer, eee 


m The rg alibi 


proved by Ma- 


and Lady Jane as a nurſe, firans: e — 


n Purſ. pr. p. 865. 
4 Pur. pr. p. 875. „„ 
Mp 2 „ kept 


1 
\ 


« FY ) 
- kept the child at her own houſe two os 
three weeks, after having paſſed two or 
three nights in the hotel d Anjou ; ſo 
that the depoſition of this woman alſo 
| fone regs, with the ſtory of Sir John 
and Lady Jane having arrived at Michelle's 
upon the 8th of july; becauſe it was an 
agreed point by all parties, that Sir John 
and Lady Jane left Michelle's about the 
ſecond or third of Aveuſt, and conſe- 
quently could not have been there ſo long 
a time as was depoſed to unleſs they had 
entered upon the eighth of July, accord- 
| ing to the Book of the IRE «tt 
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The fit alibi To complete the ſtem Duruiſſean 

compleated by 

Duruifſeaw, Was brought. forth as-a man who, being 
of better rank and character, and an offi- 
cer of police, might gain more credit, 
and 'he ſwore in the ſtrong and pointed 
manner which we have ſeen, 


| Michelle and his What Michelle and his "6 . 

wite have fwora ſworn as to this article of Fluratl being 

written the day of the arrival of Sir John 

Stewart, and that the book of the Inſpec- 

teur was the rule for ſtating the rent of 

_ the rooms, is certainly falſely ſworn ; 

+ 0 A gls che article immediately preceding 

_—— Was dated the 12th of july, ſo that it is 

depend that the article of Fluratl could 
be written till after the 12th. 


—ͤ— 2 
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Purſ. pr. p. 879. 
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If Sir-John and his company did not Blaiavitle, Pre- 
arrive till after the 12th, then Blainville, habe fun 
Breval and Favre, have alſo ſworn falſely falſely, 
as to the time of Sir in eee in 


the hour. 6 01 245 ee core nes 


Dorit has already been conſidered. Duruitew 
He is indeed the capital figure: in the e 
abandoned group; his perjury is groſs 374 ubornation 
and notorious, and cannot be palliated: ag theplain- 
Duruiſſeau's perjury is of itſelf ſufficient 
to deſtroy the plaintiff's plea, as it is ma- 
nifeſt that he has been ſuborned. He 
was brought to ſwear ſolely to the con- 
tents of Michelle's book, with which the 
plaintiff's French agents were well ac- 

uainted; and as they might have pro- 
duced the book itſelf, what reaſon can 
we poſſibly aſſign for their bringing Du- 
ruiſſeau to ſwear to its contents, except 
their intending that he ſhould give falſe 
evidence concerning it as he has accord- 
ingly done? - 


—- 


5 = 
"Therefore ning the new alt In conſidering 


at at Godefra? s, the falſity of the evidence ws malt keep in 
with reſpect to the original alibi at Mi- mind the fallty 
chelle's muſt be kept in yiew, and the go tothe original 
evidence brought at the laſt hour of this © 
odious proceſs will be examined With a 


an eye. N 


5 5 3 15 5 
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Two things ne- To make good the 41451 at 2 8, 


id the n two thi ings are neceſſary, That 
at Godeſtoi i Godefroi's books be 9 ** 5 


2dly, That Sir John Stewart and 
png; ſhould be found in them. | 


Cotefrobooky As to the regularity at theſe heks 
| OR upon a careful conſideration of them, it 


appears, that they are on the contrary 


moſt . 1 
4 


 Godefroi's books | | They are of two kinds; 3 2 bouche 


eli. book in order to account with the gueſts, 
and a police book in order to ſhow an 
exact liſt of the gueſts to the inſpecteur 
of police, who viſits all the inns of Paris 
by publick n ' 


The apparent It appears that many FRE are entered 


irregularity of 
Godefroi's. in the houſhold book who are not entered 


__ in the police book : and on the other 
hand, that many are entered in the police 
book who are not entered in the houſ- 
hold book ; fo. that notwithſtanding of 
that accurate police which our neigh- 
bours would fondly diſplay. as one of thofe 
advantages which they enjoy above this 
free country, though it may impoſe upon 
__ ſuperficial people, is indeed but the phan- 
3 2088 of 5 vapity. 8 


Deren No i it is s acknowledged by 1. Madame 


books pen. Godefroi, that perſons who come to this 


from the oath 
| of his wife. _ _ houſe 


- 0 39 WF 
houſe at night and go away in the morn- 
ing may happen not to be marked down |. 


in any way *® And fhe lias poſitive: 
5 4 that her houſe e — 
s was generally full +: yet during the 
whole time that Lady jane and Sir John 
are pretended to have been in this inn, 
and when Godeftoi has poſitively fororn. 
that they were lodged in the ſecond ftory 
for want of room, there are only two 

ſons lodged in this large inn, accord- 
ing to the books, and at no time during 
the years 1748 and 1749, can the plain- 
tiffs ſhow from tlie — that the Houſe 
_ full. 


It is therefore certain that many MY Farther proof of 


muſt have lodged in Godefroi's without 


the irregularity 
of Godefroi's 


being marked in the book, fince it cannot dot 


be preſumed that ſo great a number hap- 
pened all to come 'at night and go away 
in the morning, as Mr. Godefroi's inn is 
not like an inn for paſſengers upon a 
great road, but is in the eity of Paris, to 
which people reſoft to ſtay ſome time; 
and at leaſt a third, if not one half of 
theſe people who put up at Godefroi's, 
ſtay with him — their relidgtice at 
Paris. DR _ 3 
* Purſ. Pr. p. 834 ; _ 5 
f Fur. Fr. 5. 533. 
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Therefore Godefroi's 3 are fo im- 


be had 
Gedeflor : 5 perfect and 1 ir regular; 5 NO dependance can 
2 be had upon them =: . 
Godefrei's 


e But allowing. Godefroi 8. 3 to . 
regular, couldbe perfect and regular, they ſurely can be of 
leſs Sir cha no avail here, unleſs Sir John Stewart 
Stewart is found and Bady Jane Poul be n in 
5 them, | 
fn & ancowmu Jo what manner i the planen 
to e « blank ſhewn' this? A blank article is pointed 
Jaht Stewart, out which muſt be owned appears to 
apply (o three perſons, but how is this 
blank article to be applied to Sir "wa 
Stewart, OY. 185 Os and Mrs. 
A I 

The incredible By the oaths of Gode roi and his wife, 
frojaad bis wife. Who ſwear it applies to theſe three per- 
'* ſons, although it was fifteen years ſince 
they had been in their houſe, and they 

had never heard or even thought of them- 
ſince, and although they ws. fill up no 

other blank article! in the ſame manner. 
how few 80 turns out the new wales of the 
plaintiffs incon- Plaintiffs, If the birthright, and every 
wal b thing that is valuable to a Britiſh ſubject, 
is to be taken away by ſuch evidence, 
the freedom which our forefathers have 
N to us with ſo much blood and 
treaſure 


— » 6 
treaſure 1s. indeed but a fender * Inhext- . 


2 
ta 7 
: N 6 
r 8 ; AA 1 


2 


Fnglth A IT for 26 "ty a bottle I . 
wine and two meals, viz. dinner and ſup- 
per; the price of the wine is twenty four 
ſous or one ſhilling Engliſh, the price of 
the room to thoſe who only ſleep and go 
away in the morning, is ten ſous or five 
pence Engliſh ; therefore there remained 
only thirteen pence Engliſh for two meals 
and attendance through the day. If any 
man can believe that Lady Jane Douglas 
and Sir John Stewart were ſerved in the 
expenſive city of Paris, and in their own 
apartments, at the miſerable rate of thir- 
teen pence each a day, it is what never 
happened before, nor will ever happen 
agam, to any Britiſh perſon whatever, 
much leſs to people of faſhion recom- 
mended by the chief magiſtrate of Rheims, 
as was the caſe with Sir John and Lady 
Jane; and it is in proof that when they 
were at Mzchelle's, where their rank was 
not known as at .Godefror's, they lived at 
more than double the expence * which 

it is pretended they did at Ga 8. 9 


* Purſ, Pr. p. 849, and p. 851. 
auf- 8 


FONG "fs 4 "NERD 

8 Caf. 8 tale is farther improbable, 

bels ale, becauſe it repreſents Sir John and Lady 
Jane as following a different method from 
what they uſed to do. Madame Michelle | 
bas ſworn that they paid in rea 
any thing that ſhe- may have 
them +. It is therefore moſt reaſonable 
to ſuppoſe. that 5 Nig all " Fouy 
at Godefror * 

of. 


 Gorhrronk But luckily for Mr. Douglas, Gudrfo 
= | [\outh i contradiftory that it is = 


de fe 


Codefroi's book For it it 18 acknowledge d t that Sir "I | 
choc obe en at and his family were 1 in their 
the ordinary. OWN apartments, and yet Godefror and his 
wife ſwears that the article in this houſ- 
hold book applies to them, although the 
houſhold book is indiſputably kept for 
; ou only who eat at the ordinary, which | 

s plain from this, that every 
| wh name is there . is charge 


| equally high. 
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Sir Jobn and bis As therefore Sic John and his family 
family did not 
eat at the ordi- eat in their own apartments, it is impoſ- 


peſihte they im ſi ble that an article in the ordinary book 


uld b 
1 book. of the.1 inn « Lan be applied to them. 
This js evident to $H 7 This . Bs Wei ident DR © who 3 . 


all who have tra- 


velled in France. occaſion to tray el 1 in F rance, and indeed 


+ purſ. Pr. p- 852, + Purſ. Pr. p. 835. 4 


4 ? 


ce: 


it is plain; that an inn-keepet can enter- 
tain a dozen or twenty people at one table , 
at a much lower rate than he can enter- 
tain the ſane number of people in ſepa” 
1 rate ear conn Edu 
The Duke of Hamilton 8 code who Doke Hamill - 
in moſt inſtances appear ſo artful, have 2 
been a little inadvertent in this great ar- bent in n. 


ticle of Gode roi, whoſe character and that 5 
of his wife they have highly extolled. 9 


It would have been better for them to i: would have | 
have had no more to do with books of 88 ad 
* which, one ſhould think, they got enough — 
at Michelle's. It would have been better 
4 have made Godefroi and his wife ſwear 
from memory alone, that Sir John and 
his company lodged with them on the 
Toth of July 1748, their aſtoniſhing me- 
mories would then have at leaſt had a 
fair field; and they who are diſpoſed to 
pau credit to ſuch memories could not 


ave been ſtartled by obſtacles which to 


common underſtandivgs n Tour un- 


1 ſurmountable. a 


| Having thus ſhewn that the books ir i agel 
of Godhfroi, with the oaths of him and 1 ue hen mor 
bis wife, are unworthy of credit, and as nt Mr. | 
nothing of any weight has been proved las requires 
to invalidate the ſtrong evidence of Lady 

| 388 8 * there is not in the huge 

volume 


{| 


(44) 


volume of the plaintiff's proof any cir- 
cumſtance abſolutely excluſive of the de- 
fendant's being the ſon of Lady Jane 
Douglas, and of conſequence no ſuch 
roof as the law requires to deprive a 
ſubject of his birthright, in which he is 
_ eſtabliſhed by the acknowledgment of his 
parents and common fame, and which 
Mr. Douglas has had ſolemnly confirmed 
to him by the verdict of a 3 


„ + If 


nn | .;D he ſecond Dm head of the plain- 
plainviffs proof, tiff's proof conſiſts of circumſtances which 
like refs look like proſumpeions againſt t the defen- 


tions. dan t. 


e ee enter upon the conſideration of theſe 

material to the not that I think them material in judging 

order te ive off Of this great cauſe, but that I am anxious 

the alperfions to Wipe off thoſe foul aſperſions which 

| malice has thrown upon the memories of 
Sir John Stewart and Lady Jane Douglas, 

and upon the honour of a young gentle- 

man whole ſpirit upon this trying occa- 


ſion proves him to be of noble blood. 


Onecircom- Of theſe circumſtances or ee 
egal. proofs there 1s one only which may be 
called external; all the reſt ariſe from the 


conduct of Sir John and Lady Jane. 
n 785 3 


( 5 
1 fingle external circumſtance is the Theextema 
© xmlevements of which we have heard ſo dhe ens” ® 
much : that is to ſay, that in the year = 
1748. when Sir John and Lady jane 
produced. a young child to the world, a 
young child was carried off from his pa- 
rents, and that in the year 1749, when 
Sir John and Lady Jane brought a child 
ſixteen months old to Rheims, a child 
about ſixteen months old was carried off 
from his parents, and that both theſe 


1 enevements arndt in the city of Paris, 


Theſe ee a . 8 et exlove- 
ments have been 


1 — and have been trumpeted by the tramperes 
_ plaintiffs as amazing diſcoveries, nay, in inn” alas. 
the memorial before the grave court of tion has been 


made with re- 


ſeſſion, a fooliſh calculation has been in- gard to them. 
ſerted, to make ſhallow, people imagine 
that there was mathematical demonſira- 
N tion eien the defendant. 


\ * 
k Py EX. 2 


But Pr theſe a are atten- Theſe enleve- 
ments have no- 


| tively conſidered, they have _—_— tu Ge en 
do with the preſent cauſe. ö 


The firſt child which was that of one Mignon's * 
ed ewn to have 


Alana a glaſs-grinder, who is alledged ain 0 d 
to be Mr. Douglas, had blue eyes and a with this cauſe. 
fair complexion *, whereas the child 


produced by Sir John and 1 — at 


* Purſ. Pr. p. 742. 0 „ ; 
ug 1 Rheims, 


EY 


LA. 
Rheims, had black eyes and-a dark cbr | 
plexion*. The colour of a child's res | 
and complexion will not change from 
blue to black, and from fair to dark, in 
traveltin g from Paris to ye IEEE 


8 The ſecond child, which was that of 
nothing todo one Saxry, à rope-dancer, could both 
irh eis eu walk and ſpeak a little at the time it was 
| carried aff +: whereas, Sholto, the ſecond | 
child, could neither walk nor ſpeak at 
the time it was ſeen in London}, which 
was a good while after the time of the 
enſevement of Sanry's child. And it is 
further as clear, as writings and witneſſes 
can make any fact in the world, that this 
child was carried off after Sir John had 
left France, and when he and lady Jane 
and their two children were — in 


London . 


24 All the other „ of e- 
the atut of fumption againſt the defendant, ariſe 
147 joe, from the conduct of Sir John and lady 


* 


5 r rr 9 "IS 522A oO” —_ — » 
— ICT. !!. I . ĩr«..ĩ5¾ð̃ ꝗq !.. — rf n 6A En INN 
— a Le EIS Rr. ; — ; ELSE os os .... ˙ W ——— nn , EE EI * 
l 4 — — i , _ — — — — ä — — — - 2 — 88 * i : 3 2 ba, 
> — : — — — A — LL l 
a Sn ED Doe — — ph — — Oe 
< 3 


— —— — 


— 9 2 
— i ere te 
——ůꝛ— .- ! 


- Me 
Cann + ES 
— —— — — — 


Sir Joba ne In conſidering theſe it is proper to 1 


Lady Jane not 
now alive to ex- ſerve, that we are confidering: the con- 


3 du & of two. - roy who are nat now | 
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alive 
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alive to explain to us all the motives of it, © 
nor perhaps, were they alive, would 
they be able to recollect all the Notres 
at this e af kme. „ 


| Yet Greral pieces of 7 5 Yet ſereral of 
which at firſt geht appears ſuſpicious, dasses 
may be accounted for FOR . "Ih mh 


Their concealment: at Paris is one of Sir John and 
the ſtrongeſt of theſe circumſtances : but 2 
let us remember their ſituation at tat 
time. It has been ſolemnly depoſed to 

that they were then very poor, we are 
Manns bound to believe. they. were fo. b 

The bill of 1979 livres which Sir John 

carried with him from Rheims, was no- 

thing to a man of his character, who was 

fo diſſipated, fo profuſe, and I will ſay, 

ſo generous, that upon his receiving a 

ſum of money, no body could ſay how 

much of it was engaged for 4 or in- 

deed, if half an hour after, a ſixpence * 

it would be in his pocket. 


As 1 wayld not ſplit hairs about every Sir John and 
trifle, which has been the great art of the l is n. 
plaintiffs, I ſhall not inſiſt that Sir John © fom the 
and Lady Jane were in real poverty, bat wer being ar 
ſurely * cannot be denied that they at fly zurldaes. 
the time pretended poverty; for they 

.wrote to = duke of Douglas in a very 
aleQing ſtrain upon that head, and they 
borrowed 
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' borrowed money from M. Andrieux, at 


Rheims, with whom they had then very 
little connection. That being the caſe, 
they were anxious to conceal from the 
due their having gone to Paris; for, ſaid 
a they, the duke will be offended at gur 
ſeerning extravagance, and will very rea- 
. dily-abſerve, here are two people crying for 
_want, and yet they have left Rheims and 
have taken a fooliſh journey to Paris. To 
ſend money to ſuch people, would be 
like cin! It into a ken re 1 . 


14 


Therefore they Fir John and Lady Jane were thus in a 


uſed ſo many 


methods ofcoh-' Alena. She could give no good reaſon 
. for having left Rheims, as there was 
very able affiſtance to be had there for 
women with child. She had run off in 
a pannick, as women in that ſituation do 
often take moſt unaccountable pannicks. 
She and her huſband therefore thought 
they had nothing for it but if poſlible to 
keep this journey from the knowledge of 
the duke, therefore it was that they lived 
in a private manner at Paris: therefore it 
was that they dated their letters at 
Rheims; therefore it was that Sir John, 
though: very fond of his countrymen, 
prevailed with himſelf to.refrain at this 
time from ſeeing them: And ſo appre- 
henſive were he and Lady Jane that their 


being at Paris Ons get air, that they 
| 731" 


_ 


ts) „ 
is not PIPE even Johnſton, 2 coüſin of 
Mes. Hewit 8. with the ſecret. 71) 


Ge eleces of their hers will Wc Other e 
| mit of a double interpretation, ſich as ap reg mare 
their leaving their maid ſervants at pon 
Rheims. It may be faid that they left 
their maids becauſe they did not chooſe 
to make them privy to the ſhameful plot 
which they were carrying on: but on the 
other hand, upon the ſuppoſition of the 
impoſture, would they not have taken 
theſe maids as accomplices of the fraud ? 
If they were accomplices, as the plain- 
2 themſelves poſitively affirms, with 

to Iſabel Walker, they certainly 
| pin 5 not leave them at Rheims, wh&1 
they could be of ſo much uſe to them at 
Paris, were it only to have ſerved as wit⸗ 
neſſes to the ſuppoſed birth. If they 
were not accomplices, then they were 
both unſuſpicious teſtimonies in behalf 
of the defendant ; and if their teſtimony 
25 true, there is an end | of the PO 8 


80 * this Gteumſtance of leaving Thempid being 
the maids, is the moſt unlucky that the — 3 
plaintiffs could poſſibly have ſelected nor 
can I really ſee how it 18 poflible for them 

to extricate themſelves from the difficul- 


ties. in which it . Mee, 


E ; | 
Leaving the [t muſt be owned that we cannot ac- 
maids difficultto | > . | . 
be explained, count for theſe maids being left, but one 
_ undeniable piece of 2 54 in this cauſe 
may ſerve to make us pay little e to 
ſuch circumſtances. 8 


. 


Lepricy the When Sir John and La 1 came 
circumſtance to Liege, in their way to Paris, they left 
lutte. there their man ſervant, who.. Was 2 ; 
- : | Fregcbman, This circumſtance . the 
; plaintiffs infiſted was ſtrongly ſuſpicious, 
becauſe they were leaving this French- 
man behind them at the very time when 
he could be of moſt uſe to them. 
e 
Though Sir John When Sir John Stewart was aſked | 
es ar the, hat Was the reaſon of their leaving this 
iris.now by «ce Man- ſervant, he could give no account of 
eletely explain it whatever; and we ſhould now have 
heard it urged as an undeniable circum- 
ſtance of 'guilt, had not the wife of this 
man by good providence been alive, and 
told that her huſband was preſſed by Sir 
John and Lady Jane to go along with 
them, and that the reaſon why he did 
not go to France, was his having been a 


deſerter from that ſervice *. 


Therefore all Not one of all the circumſtances i is ſo 


= ron ſtrong as this which has been fo happily 


might have been 
explained bad Cleared up, and therefore we are to in- 


iu dn fer that had they all been enquired into 
* Def. Pr. p. 489. 


RE 


D Py 
8 


(51+ 
at an earlier period, 1 ala all have 
been as Plain to us as this now Is. 


Much has been ſaid of contradictory an 
accounts which have been given hy Sir 
Fe Lady Jane, and Mrs. e 


tradict oy aG- . 
counts, 
John, Lady 
ne, and Mrs. 


lewit. 


y Sit 


In the firſt place, this % not true as to This not te 


any material circumſtance except in one 


inſtance :' When Sir John was aſked the 
name of the perſon in whoſe houſe Lady 
Jane was brought to bed, -which he did 


not recolle& at the time, and mentioned. 


Michelle's inſtead of Le Brun's, which, 


however, he corrected 1 ina very ſhort time 


after. 


Their varying in ttifles is rather a 


the caſe, a tale- ah have been con- 


certed and uniformly told: To forget 
circumſtances, or remember them in va- 
rious ways; is what we commonly ob- 


ſerve in the courſe of human life; and I 
can appeal to any two of my readers, 


who have been preſent at the ſame tranſ- 
actions, and deſire them to try, if after 
| ſome years have elapſed, they do not va- 


ry in the remembrance of many particu- 


lars. One memory is more diſtin and 


as to any ma- 
e circum- 
ſtance, but one 
miſtake which 
was ſoon cor - 


rected. 


Their varying in 
. trifles a ſtror g 


ſtrong argument againſt an impoſture an 
being committed; for if that had been 


ument againſt 
mr 


comprehenſive than another, and ſome 


people are apt to confound the ideas ſug- 


geſted by fancy, with thoſe preſerved by 
E 3 memory. 


0 52 3 

memory, as was the caſe with Sir John 
Stewart, and is the caſe with moſt peo- 
ple of lively imaginations. e 


. Lily It is, however, certain, ahar Sie John, 
Hewit, were all Lady Jane, and Mrs. Hewit, did all ) | 
che great lines along give the great lines of their ſtory | 


in the.great lines 


of their tory. © yith perfect Ce? 


Objection "OY One objection has bees 7 to this, 


1. aid to bal It has been faid, that Lady Jane told a 


1 very different tale to the counteſs of Stair, . 
| to whom ſhe faid, that ſhe was delivered. * 


immediately on her —_— to Paris. 


Anſwer 1. This | 
OTE {To this it is wn ft That it is 


. a Gogle vitae, only proved by the oath of the honourable 


Mrs. Primroſe, who ſwears that ſhe heard 
her mother, the counteſs of Stair ſay, 
what ſhe heard from Lady Jane; there- 
fore, this is at beſt but the hear-ſay of a 
hear- fag, which is not legal evidence. 


eee, But 2dly, It is certain, that from in- 
in a wiflke, " advertency, from dullneſs of hearing, or 
ory rfl, from a fallacious memory, people who 
are equally honeſt, will give very different 
accounts of what they heard in- conver- 
ſation ; and it is evident at firſt view, 
that one of theſe ladies, either the coun- 
"teſs of Stair, or Mrs. Primroſe,” muſt 
| have been in a miſtake with regard to 
Lady Jane's ſeying that ſhe was delivered: 
immediately \ 7 


Lg 4 


— 


the ſame account of it. Lady Jane is 


that ſhe would give Lady Stair alone a 


alive, who heard the counteſs of Stair cn 4poſe that 


which it is {aid were forged by Sir * . 


The eſſence of a forged deed conſiſts in 5 chu in 


1 33 o 
8 upon her arrival in Paris, 
which was upon the th of July, be- 
cauſe we find the 1 oth of July marked in 
her pocket-book as the day of her de- 
livery ; and upon e very occaſion ſhe gave 
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allowed by all parties to have been a wo- 
man of ſenſe ; it is not therefore credible 


different account, which numbers from 
her own information could contradict. 


Beſides, I am ca that there are Anteer 3. Se. 
ſeveral perſons of good character, till 2 e- 
tell Mrs. Primroſe that ſhe was in 2 : wits, 

miſtake in ſuppoſing that this account 
was given her by Lady Jane, for that it 
was told to the countels by ſome other 
perſon. 8 


A great clamour 8 been 4 ont A great clamour 
abovt the letters + 


certain letters from Pierre la Marre, of lets Lo 


geries. 


Stewart. 


— 


- Thy: the firſt a I _ 1 7 * 8 


no forgery, as 


was here, properly ſpeaking, a forgery, theſe letterswere 


never uſed by 


the uſing it in evidence. Whereas, theſe evidence. 
letters never were 1 uſed by Sir John 
Stewart, 


— — 
— — — 
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383 It is proved, that there really did exiſt 
heroes. ſuch letters long before the time at which 
te plaintiffs alledge that this forgery was 
committed, as appears from the private 
pocket-book of Lady Jane Douglas, and 


rome the oaths of ſeveral witneſſes. - KE 2 


Internal eri · From a critical 2 of theſe let- 
oe, nor char. ters, it appears, that though they contain 
8:45 forzeries ſome phraſes of the pureſt-French, they 
+ © are,” upon the whole, full of Angliciſms, 
and miſerably ſpelt ; ſo that it is impoſ- 
ſible to ſuppoſe that Sir John could ever 
have thought of palming them upon a 


court of juſtice as French letters. 


sir John's beba- Sal probable bop hang been 

viour before the - 

court of on, made, both by counſel and judges, with 

5 confumation regard to theſe letters, as may be ſeen in 

lere zo forgery. the law papers and ſpeeches, That Sir 
John never intended a forgery, muſt be 
evident to every impartial perſon ; be- 
cauſe, upon his examination before the 
court of ſeſſion, when he was aſked with 
regard to theſe letters, he Jooked at them | 
in his careleſs manner, and anſwered with 
that eaſy and unconcerned air which is 
the ſureſt ſign of canſcious innocence. 


$uppoſing the But ſhould we ſuppoſe the worſt, and 
a dd. allow that Sir John did forge theſe letz 
lt ters, how far will this go? Truth indeed 

does not os the aid of falſhood; ang, 


if 


"tags ) 


| it is very fooliſh, nay very criminal, _ | 
call in falſhood in ſupport of truth; FT 

many inſtances of this have occurred, le 

the pie fraudes, which have been Prac- 


W in g b of religion. 


At any rate, the plaintiffs attack 8 
really a 3 


circumſtance with a very bad grace, con- jr js well balan- 
ſidering what their conduct has been; for a Pour 
if this were a forgery, it would ſurely be 
well balanced by the attempt made to 


forge the contents of Mzchelle's book by 
the falſe oath of Duru eau. * X 


Allowing the plaintiffs anworthar ſup- A forgery could 


only ſhew, that 


poſition to be true, it can 80 no farther Sir John's anxi- 


than to ſhew, that Sir John Stewart's 8 
aKe an impro- 


anxiety to preſerve his ſon made him per ger. 
take a PP improper ſtep. 


3 #. + 


The laſt circumſtance of conduct which ir John and 
has been vehemently urged in this cauſe, ies ago. 
is the neglect ſhewn by Sir John and La- , gn 
dy Jane of the reports which were raiſed them. 

of their having been guilty of impoſing 
upon the world ſuppoſititious children, 
and alſo their negle& of bringing unde- 
niable evidence of the truth of the birth, 
which, it is ſaid, they might eaſily have 


4 had the birth been real. 


* 
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( 
ers calurnies > In anſwer to . let it be conſidered; | 


moſt hameful that theſe reports were raiſed in "wy any : 
aner. ſhameful and malicious manner. 


Sir e and Sit John gamen 8 Lady fy Dou- 


pry + Pg glad were high-minded people, and diſ- 
lamnies., dained ſuch calumnies, as they had a con- 


tempt for the authors of then. 


A baking pivof A. ſtrong 3 of this, d which 
ef thi. ſtrikes one exceedingly, is, that in the 
rivate correſpondence of Sir John. and 
257 Jane, which was never intended 1 
for the public view, but has been moſt 1 
accidentally recovered, they neyer once 
mention theſe injurious ſuſpicions, which 
ſhews how little they were really affected 
by them; for, upon truly generous minds, | 
undeſerved calumnies will make no im- . 
preſſion. 
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Lady hoy whe Beſides, Lady Jane had gone to Dou- 

to aſk what glas ute with intention to aſk her bro- 

et 210 ther the Duke, what proof would ſatisfy. 

Shs him that the children, which the had 
with her, were really hers ; but her re- | 
lentleſs enemies ſurrounded the Duke, 5 
and 3 ber N acceſs to him. 
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Lady Jane fa This being the caſh, to what. purpoſe 


than i it was in 


= w bring bring proofs? As Douglas caſtle was be- 


PIT fer with dragons, theſe proofs ould Have © - © 
been | 
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FO F 
been of no ſervice to her. Had che pros 
duced letters both from Pierre La Marre 
and Madame Le Brun, it would have 


been ſaid that they were forged. Nay 
had Pierre La Marre and Madam: = 


Brun themſelves been brought to Dou- 


las caſtle, to ſwear to the truth of the 


birth, it would have been ſaid that they 


were accomplices, and perjuring them 5 


ſelves to ſupport a falſehood ; for we 
have lived to ſee ſuch accuſations laid 
againſt people: re eſs en 


+4 


| What then was Lady Jane: to do ? This demon- | 


People of undoubted credit and charaQter 


trated, 


kat: atteſted her pregnancy, and Mrs. 


Hewit was then alive, and affirmed ſhe 
was preſent at the delivery. If they were 


not to be believed, would obſcure people 


be believed with regard to lier er ? 


But my Lady Jane did more. She ta 2 
L Advocate fax a 


high rank; and took the advice of King's Scotland. | 


ed winch the propriety of one of her 
comet; She conſulted my Lord Preſton- 


grange, then his Majeſty's advocate for 
Scotland, in whofe jadgment and honour 
ſhe had a perfect coins; _< aſſuring 


« him, that God knew her innocence, 
„ and that the children were hers: that 


tc ſhe did not doubt but that the man- 


„ midwife was ſtill alive; and that if his 
ff FPtdihip thought it aan ſhe 
Fe would 
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be bl a, 


His Majeſty's 
Advocate aſ- 
ſures her, that 
no proof was ne- 


ceſſary. 


The ſame ad- 
vice given by a 
judge of the 
gurt of ſeſſion. 


Sir John and 
Lady Jane had 
no occaſion 
whatever to 
bring proofs, 


————— ein conn = 


„ ) 

« would bring any proof that hould be 
1 K g ern Propert®.” eee ee 

His Lordſhip, with a ſpirit ern of 
himſelf, and of the perſon whom he was 
- addreſſing, anſwered her Lad yſhip, That 
«© ſhe needed give herſelf no uneaſineſs 
about that matter; for that as ſhe and 
« Mr. Stewart acknowledged theſe chil- 
« dren, there was no further proof ne- 
„ ceſſary; for it behoved thoſe who 
« challenged the birth to prove that they 
** were not her Ladyſhip's children 9 


The ame advice was eftbrwards given 
to the Ducheſs of Douglas by an honour- 
able judge, now deceaſed, the late Lord 
Shewalton, uncle to the preſent Earl of 


Glaſ gow + 


We are not therefore to wonder that 
Sir John and Lady Jane neglected to bring 
all the proof they might have done with 
regard to the birth- of their children, 


The only view they could have in doing 


ſo, was to ſatisfy the Duke of Douglas, 
which they had the mortification to ſee 
was impoſſible. They had the opinion 


- of counſel learned in the law, that their 


children were already in poſſeſſion of a 


® Def. Pr. p. 270, 

+ Ibid. 45 
7 Parſ. Pr. p. 3239. 
: proof 


(%) 


. 


proof ſufficient to entitle them to all che N 
privileg es of Britiſh ſubjects; and 1 e 


Thenifilves knew the truth, ſo all tho 

whoſe- good opinion they. were anxious 
to preſerve, were firmly perſuaded of their 
honour, and of the e of Holy 
| children, ge, 


„ 3 


© + * 


II, after all, it Gall * een at At any rate, no- 
Sit John and Lady Jane did not here act N 


[ ferred, but th | 
the moſt , prudent part, I anſwer, that a 


prudence was none of their virtues : but improdence as is 
I will go farther, and fay, that prudence eee, 
is a very bad teſt of the credibility of the 

actions of men. If no conduct is be- 

lieved but what is conſiſtent with the 

rules of rudence, the hiſtory of human 

life may be comprehended within very 


Narrow bounds. 


I need not go far for an inſtance of The improdince 
this. The tutors of the Duke of Hamil- auck exemplified 
ton and his brother are moſtly perſons of in Ge 
great reſpect, as well as knowledge we” | 
buſineſs. From ſuch tutors one would 
expect very accurate proceedings, and 
that they would do the very beſt and moſt 


prudent things for the intereſt of their 
pupils. | 


But what has been their conduct in puke Hamil- 


this proceſs? Why, after the court of zin dis erpen- 
ſeſſionkad found that the Duke of Ha- 3 : 
milton bable his Grace * 
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man never geta milton had no right to the eſtate of Dou- 
2 695 las, but that it muſt deſcend to the 
| heirs of line, theſe. tutors, in place” of 
appealing that judgment, ſo as to have 
4 eir pupils intereſt finally aſcertained, 
have 2: pleaſed to carry on a tedious 
law-ſuit againſt Mr. Douglas, and have 
laid out immenſe ſums of Duke Hamil- | 
 ton's money, when, in all probability, W | 
his Grace ſhall never get a rig; in re» 
turn, and his brother, Lord Jouglas, 
ſhall be cut out of a chance which he had 
i ſucceeding to the Douglas eſtate, KK 
Doke Hamil- Theſe tutors alſo e 2 "ok * 
con's tutors u- 11e proceſs and Monitoire, which of 


thorize the 


Tournelle pro- themſelves 1 might have been ſufficient ta 


ceſs and Moni⸗- 


ire deſtroy their cauſe before a Britiſh jury. 
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„ee may therefore ſurely be allowed 
Dale kant. to ſay, that the conduct of theſe. tutors 
ton's tutors not has not been the moſt prudent. This 

n.. will be allowed to be an argumentum ad 


hominem to the plaintiffs, 
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Every unpreju- I flatter myſelf, that eln, unpreju- 
dend perſon is now convinced how red 
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muſt be con- 


vinced that the bad a cauſe theſe plaintiffs have been di 


plaintiffs have a 


very bad cauſe, guiſing, with all the art that x _— can 8 5 
purchaſe. 
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1 Dou glas, a lady of a diſtinguiſhed good all ONS 


recommendation from the. c 


143. 


4 - Teil this, That the fiſter of the Duke That 1 2 Jane 


become 


i 5 — who, it is certain, was then page 
in the way of having children herſelf, 


ſhould all at once have become ſo aban- 


doned as to enter into a plot to perpe- 
trate the moſt villainous impoſition upon 
the ee Bu. from: Dee aa the | 


* 


het ha enterad' into this Bet he That Lady Jane 


and her huſband went to Paris, and there band 5 


run the riſk of buying a ſubject of the French king, as 


French king, when they knew to what tbe rik of 


dreadful puniſh- 


- dreadful punifineht their ” "MP fo ſab- ments. 


When they go about this, they tak take a That they mould 
hie 


do this in the 
81- moſt dangerous 


ſtrate of Rheims to the inn at Paris, wheres 7 


= all the people from Rheims put up. 


Inſtead of gyiog the kingdom after Thatthey fouls, 
they had perpetrated fo dangerous a 5 
erime, they ſtay above a month in Paris — pl ol 
and the neighbourhood, and they return diſmal conſe- 


to Rheims, and remain there ſixteen 


months; during all which time, they 


were liable to detection, to a capital pu- 
niſhment, to torture, and to abſolute 1 in 


* oh po 
They 


n 


That they hould They 8 give it out-that they bad 1 


give out that Ou 
they had two when one child was ſufficient for theis | 
children, when 


they bad oy purpoſe. And they give out that the 


one. | youngeſt twin was a weakly delicate 
child, though they. had- then n one 
child in their Polſon. e DI = | 


That they ſhoula The next year they go back: aged. to 


again run the 


fame deſperate Paris; they again run 0 ſame deſperate 
3 riſque ; and pick up a ſecond child. And 


they were in the 


greateſt poverty, When they were in ſuch poverty that for 


en themes” many months they were obligedto burnand 
wo chilres, ſell the lace off their cloaths, in order to 
| procure themſelves. ſubſiſtence at this 
very time they choſe to take the burden 

of no leſs than two children n n ä 


other people. 


That this ſecond 1 1 | | 
nr What was, if poſhble, ſtill more won+ 


by chance, derful, this ſecond weakly child, which 


Caron they picked up by mere chance, anſwer- 
deſcription ei- d exactly to the deſcription which they 


ven 16 month; 


before be was. had given of Sholto, then youngeſt ſon, 

he ſhould be the for ſixteen months before, and was the 

eg very pictur: of Lady Jane; ſo that not a. 
perſon who ever faw them together, but 
was {truck with their remarkablelikeneſs,- 
as is proved by the oath of the Right 
honourable Mr. Stewart M Kenzie, Lord. 
Privy Seal for Scotland“ as well as the 


oaths of many other reſpectable witneſſes. 


WE * Purſ, Pr. p. 377. f . 7: 


euch \ | 


can conſiſtently with reaſon, not to men- 


Such being the an proof in the 888 
Douglas cauſe, I deſire every impartial what can be the 


man in theſe kingdoms to fay, if ge 


tion charity, take upon him to pronounce F 


a ſentence, finding Sir John Stewart, and : 


Lady Jane Douglas guilty of an infa- 
mous .impoſition ; and declaring Archi: 


bald Douglas Eſquire to be the Jon D 
2 rench F \ 


4 


80 ſtrong is the 3 of Dou glas, wad the 
whos we have conſidered only his fliation eren 
as eſtabliſhed by the acknowlegement of + mag 
his parents, and common fame, oppoſed | 


to thoſe vague and inconcluſive proofs 


which the plaintiffs, with all their op- 


preſſive proceedings, have been able to 


bring againſt him. 8 


But what ſhall we ſay, if, beſides al Part IV. 


this, Mr. Douglas can produce a chain 3 


a poſitive proof 
of poſitive. evidence, amazingly ſtrong, bk be 


at this diſtance of time? He has done ſo. circumſtantial, | 


Though his parents did not make enqui- 
ries at Paris, he has; and theſe enquiries 
have produced a proof both direct and 


circumſtantial 1 in * favour. 


The direct proof i is that of the actuel The - teat 


brought by Mr, 


birth, and of what muſt have neceſſarily — 
| redes and followed it ; viz. the preg- 


Nancy, 


* 


Pp 


7 
14 * 
2 9 
«S949 
* 
1 
— 7 
* 
3 
Sr 
N wt 
* 
i554 
1 . 
* 78 
7 - 
1 
Fo 
7 
61. 
512 
. . 
1 
k * 
g q 
N. 
"= 8 
© 
Wo 
54 
1 
* - 
bh 
2© FF 
3:38 
13 * 
=> 
8 
— 3 
. 12 
** 
r 
TR 45 
4 
3 
7 
9 
£2 
1 = 
1 YH 
N TH 
143 
Y = 
F - 
B 
-.- 
{ 4% 
1228 
{ < 38 
2 
=p 
q & 
-&& 
by” 
* = 
#: 38 
. 3-2. 
1 
* 
1 
. 
5 93 
2 
4 * 
1 * 
{ We / 
\ 7 
- 
3588 
q . 
1 
8 
2 
1 
* 1 
6 
Rt, 
| 
Ws, 
+ E 
: 
- = 
| " 
1 "0 
. 
i i 
© 
4a 
3 
: 2 
9 
z > 
- 
+ 8 
1 
4 
4 8 
Eo 
. 32 
1 
1 1 
0b 
} 7 4 
E 
TY \ 
+ » 
28 
3D q 
1 
1 
. 
8 
"IN 
"> 
"= 
1 
"544 
*. 
1 
Wy 


” 640 
125 mne, and the reconyaleſvence of reco- 


| Seto ew Wich hari to the adtual 8 ry 
8 there are two witneſſes who fwear to it; 
very. . Sir John Ae and Mrs. Hewit. 
2 N 11 may be objected to Sir John, that 
his near connection to the defendant, ren 


ders him a ſuſpicious witneſs, 


Anſwer, Fo this it is anſwered, that he * a 
- witneſs called by the plaintiffs them. |}, 
ſelves, and therefore they cannot now | 
1 to reject his evidence. ION 


—_ to It may be objected to Mrs. te 
e en 9410 a ſufpicious witneſs, as be- 
ing an attendant or . of 28 


Jane Douglas. 
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Anſwer, tf this objection were to hold awd ; 
the defendant, and all who ſhall ever be =: 
in his ſituation, muſt be deprived of al- E 2 
moſt the only witneſſes who can be ex- 
pected to be preſent at a fact of this kind. 
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uud is Hui. and Mrs Hewit, that their evidence 
ought not to be received, becauſe they 
are accomplices in the crime charged in 

the preſent action. 2 
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Up John, and Mrs. Hewit; ; 6 o that Taw, 
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0 he e "96 law is not ſo. Ts 


erefore, to every im partial man in Mere. 
PRs x kingdoms, there are two poſitive «wo the —_ 


witneſſes 1 the actual delivery of * 


Lat Jan's | 


The pregnancy. of Lady Tapas i proved L 


by Mrs. Hepburn, 4 Keith, * Mrs, Een k. 


_ Glaſs, + and a variety of other witnefſes, 


who ſolemnly depoſe to circumſtances ; 
all which together, could not exiſt with- 
out a real pregnancy. At leaſt, if they 
dd ever ſo exiſt, it is not above once in a 
million of times. Bountiful. .nature. does. 
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255 OF ty by ' 

= rpg, This proof of Lady Jang! s pregnaticy, 

bo Rok fre. becomes 5 a ply ſtrong, When it is 

14 clearly proved, t a after. the time. at 

. which ſhe gave out at ſhe was delivered, NV 
4 ſhe had all the appearances of-a. up — 
1 | as 4 recovered from chilifes. 7 

8 8 Let us lay together the aüteent ap- 

If | Jane 5 rear pearances of Lady Jane, before and after 

da rent eppear- the period at which her delivery i is faid to | 
has happened 3 and - then judge if any 

il doubt can be entertained of her. delivery, 
F mite to obſerve, that the ap- : 
"1 = dez, F could not poſſibly | be. aſſumed 

1 . dreſs, or by any other art; becauſe I 

ul 5 now to inſi A only upon ſuch as muſt 

5 be allowed to have been the real appear. 

. ances of her perſon. 8 | 


= 


— 
— CANS 
— — 


| Te Jang's ap „Before the period at which ſhe is faid 
i rms od to hive been delivered, ſhe appeared with 


the time when 
have ben deli bach a 15 breaſts, and a countenance 
* 1 


nn. 
'* = 4.5 — jo 9 
* - 
CS, MI Ang 
Era. io ori ae & 
— — 


e uſually had when i in health. F 


bon ab : 0100 the period at which hel is kad” to 
f c time he is have been delivered, ſhe appeared with 
aid to Have. 

been deliveres, very flat breaſts, and a countenance thin,” 


Pcs. pale, and languid. | 
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He intermediate Meſs? +, e 


If Lady Fol kh an EIT as AL. This intermedi- 
ae why ſhall. we doubt that it was om 


childbirth, as BE rr ET Dp W 
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The eireumltrmtil proof, in 8 Thecircumas- 
f 1980 of the direct proof now ſtated, is — by Mr. 
exceedingly ſtrong, unleſs we can ſup- 2 18888 
poſe a number of witneſſes, having no Gd 
| knowlege or acquaintance one with ano- 
ther, all combining different facts and 
circumſtances, ſo as to make one con- 
e „ OE : $0 
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In the firſt aha Monſieur Nn — Mes 
ſurgeon to a prince of the blood, at Paris, — — 1 
who is proved by other witneſſes to have 
been the moſt intimate acquaintance ß 
Pierre La Marre, depoſes, that La Marre 
told him, that he had delivered a foreign 
Lady of an advanced age, who. came from 
Rheims ; that it was her firſt birth ; that 
he had delivered her of twins, and of 
male twins, one of which was a ſickly 

delicate child, which on that account was 
ith La Marre, and was by him 


given out to nurſe in the neighbourhood 
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we, andhis gen fie. 


character. 


employed for 


_— 7 
ol Paris. Alf theſe circumſtances, ſo 
| directly correſpond. with the defendants - 
| tory, that it is e gl can be 


The plaintiffs The plaintiffs therefore are obig 85 10 


liged ſort 
4% kheir uſual have ee to their uſual eln Ar- 


3 gupnent of repreſenting Monſieur Mena- 


fieur M r is 
* get as 2 man prolly perjured. 


3 That this . may be Hal tried, 
rally diſcovered. it muſt be conſidered, that Monkeur 
by thoſe adi Menager was accidentally diſcovered by 
dant. thoſe employed by the defendant. It was 

from the. prince of Turenne 1 that 


the information was received. q 


Monfi eur Mena- | 
xa gs tg "Monfeit eeueger is a man of. 2089 


good tation and ſtation and character, ſo does not deſerve | 

to be e without good 8 

e. ry When Monſieur Menager was * 

Mr. Pot, vered, the affairs of Mr. Douglas were 
are liable to no 

ſuſpicioa, entirely in the hands of gentlemen ſent 

from Britain. There were no French 

Procureurs, whoſe wicked proceedings 

we have ſeen. And the behaviour of 

the gentlemen ſent from Britain, on the 

part of Mr. Douglas, has been ſuch, 

that they ſurely have not ſubjected them- 

{elves to any injurious imputation, 


S Def. Pr. p. 526, et ſeg. 
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Were it rea 10. 1 it MET back f. Komm abe 
. thenee'to infer that he is perjured, or that 

a ſingle witneſs in a circumſtantial 1 

Ly not to be believed. 
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But kei is not A Wn whe; 10 nr dots 


Gills mult be held as a concutring wit- by Mr. Gilles, 
neſs to the ſame facts; for I hold him to 

the unſufpicious teſtimony that he gave 

in preſence of Monfieur Moreau, which 

he could have no temptation. to give, ſo 

that we have in reality two SENT to 

theſe ſtriking facts. | 


But Monſieur Menage# i is not ſupported Moser Mena- 
by Gilles alone, for there are other wit- earn 
neſſes who'depoſe to a variety of circum- . 
ſtances, all of which wonderfully concur 
in ſupportin g the ſtory of Monsieur Me- 
nager, and of conſequence 9 the 


1 of the defendant. 5 


Theſe other witneſſes are a woman of witnef:s who 
the name of Garnier, a nurſe in the — 
en bourhood of Paris, the huſband oe 
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+ neighbour. | 


guiſe Garnier 1748, While ſhe was living on the road 
fieur Menagere to Memilmontain, ſhe got from this ve 

Pierre la Marre, the friend of Menger. 

a weak delicate child who was a male 

twin, and his brother alſo a male, that 

he was a foreign child, and was viſited | 

by foreign gentlemen, one of whom ex- 

2 preſſed ſuch a concern about him that ſhe | 
: ſuppoſed he was the father, and at laſt 
at the end of eighteen months, or there- 

abouts, this child was taken from her 

not to be given to another nurſe at Paris, 

but to be carried further off. In ſhort 

the account given of this child agrees ſo 

exactly to Sholto that it is impoſſible to 


ſuppoſe it could be any other. 


The plaintifs Therefore the plaintiffs are here again 


here again re- 


duced to their reduced to the deſperate expedient of 
dient of an accu ſuppoſing this woman to be perjured and 


dient of an accu- 


lation of perjury, Corrupted, though like Menager ſhe was 


| accidentally diſcovered by thoſe acting 


for Mr. Douglas, never was tampered 


with by a Danjcu, or any other French 


agent, and in ſhort v as never in the hands 


of any body but the gentlemen ſent from 


Britain. 
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this Garnier, and Madame * ior 


boner - Garnier 0 "ON depoſed tak in "FD" OA 


Nb 
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N ward -- 
vill! not anfwer the plaintih 
— to ſay that this poor woman is 


petjured; they müſt further add to their 
black lit 
_ neighbour Madame Boucault +, for the . 
concurs with her in every particular, and 
ſome things ſhe has remembered more 
accurately than Garnier ; for ſhe has ſaid 


her huſband , and alſo her 


that the” child was kept only. ſixteen 


months which was juſt the preciſe time; 
and. ſhe has deſcribed one o « | 
| gentlemen that came to ſee the chüld in 
ſuch a way that there is little reaſon to 
doubt but that! it muſt have been Sir John 


the ſtranger 


Stewart. 8 


N the fact being thus eſtabliſhed; The wonderfut 
beyond all poſſibility of doubt, that there. 
was a weak twin foreign child given out comtantal evi 


dence at this 


to nurſe near Menilmontain by Pierre La diſtance of times, 


Marre, in the year 1748, and that the 
ſtory told by Lady Jane and Sir John, 
and ' the ſtory told by Monſieur Menager, 
exactly tally in this ſtory, it appears that 
there is here a chain of circumſtantial 


evidence which no art or force of argu- 


ment can break; nay, were that link of 


the chain witch has been formed by Me- 
nager, or that link which is formed. by 


Garnier, and the evidences concurring 


* Def. Pr. p. 558. 


ww ZH Def. Pr. p. 559. et ſeq, 4 


F 6 with 


Confirmation of 
the evidence of 
Menager and 

Garnier by othet 
rs ng | 
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. with he to. abe taten je 45 ex- and 
| and 2 55 Jane, there be in eith. 
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4 
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caſe a, proof, i e this 


diſtance of time. e e 


1 1s it pofſible to belles hat 4 theſe m_ 
thr om circumſtances ſhould concur, and yet that 


———— 77 of the e thould, ok e 


and e ſtory of 
the defendant 
not be true. true? i b | * 


Objeten that It 125 beet line 655 =o platatith,” . 
E that this Pierre La Marre cannot be the 1 


S. jane. T ſame perſon. mentioned b by Sir 4 ohn Stew-, 


Marre. art, in his declaration before the court o 


ſeſſion, becauſe. in ſeveral particulars he 
is proved to. be very Aeg from Sir mL 


John's La Marre. 1 1 


* 


The alledged = In anſwer. to this, it 1 be obſerved, 


diffe: ſh 
ear as” that the differences inſiſted on, are in 


importance. reality of little importance. One of them BOT 


„„ a 


only Pierre La Marre, whereas Monſieur 


Menager's friend was called Louis Pierre 


De la Marre. This is no more but that Iz 
M. La Marre, from an affectation of 


gentility very common in France, choſe 
to put De before his ſirname, which 
however he uſuall dropt in familiar! in- 
contract of marriage produced by the 
Plaintiffs being a formal deed, is no! 


in John, 
8 


* 


3 


12 Rates called "Ladle — 
Pierre;\ muſt appeat arveryifrivolousiohe = 
jection: for all knoẽ- that people; 
who, have two names in this manner, 
N ſink one of them. It has been ſid 
that Sir Jobs! La Marre Was a 
Wallon, whereas Menager's La Marre 


Fri dehman- But the anſwier is, that 


„ * — 
” <>, - 


Me eee born at Me 


 trewl ſur mer, upon: the borders of the 
Malu abuntry, and thence was re . 
uke for a Mallon. Thi ſhort: the only 
variation of any conſequence is that Sir 
John hab ſaĩd that he fell acquainted with 
Lg. Marre at ſo eatly a period that i it 
ould: not be ihe friend of Menager.... 2 
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In aniGver to this, let een ib nie Jobn Steu- 


unprejudiced conſider that Sir John Ster dh cb. 


art was all his life long a man of vivacity “ee. 
and diſſipation, and was: particularly re- 
markahleè for a ſtrange incorrect memory 
as ĩs proved by the oaãth of that worthy: 
gentleman Mr. Hepburn of Keith, who 
knew him intimately, and who ſwears to 
moſt extraordinary inſtances of his for- 
getfulneſs when it cannot poſſibly be ſaid 
that he had any deſign; and: therefore: 
there is no; wonder that a man of this 
ſingular frame of mind, who had been 
abrogg. t ſeveral different times, ſhould-: 

be in a  muſtake in — a thing to- 


: have 


. mA . ̃⁵—ö 


| id, elbe hen it is confidered ch it 


when Sir John was 'obliged to make this 
judicial declaration he was vi 
A ing in his 74th year, and in ſuch an 
| infirm ſtate of health, that he Was wee 5 
| | Into NAGA 8 mes bed. * — 


Evidence which 1. reinaine 65 Kenn N kind of: | 


8 oſcar in behalf of Mr. Douglas; and 
rſuaded that this evidence will 


y old, be- = 


1 2 me to the hearts of the impay tial 5 


: "EZ pO 
7 4 


People of theſe een "Y 


Sir John ans Sir John and Lady Jane, dug he 


wo date A. whole courſe of their lives, ſhewed the 


dean dor fei greateſt affection and concern for theſe 


cern for their 
children. Children, and this in no oſtentatious 


manner; for the moſt ſtriking inſtances 


of it were accidentally er 


- 


A very material e was put 5 a 


| judge of the court of ſeſſion to Tfabel Wal- 
ker, one of Lady Jane's maids, Did 


cc Jou ever obſerve Sir John or Lady 


ane repine at the expence of theſe 
9 « Dhildren, or betray any ſign as if they 


ce were not their own?” „ Oh! no,” 
replied the witneſs, with an air which 


convinced every unprejudiced perſon how 
much the ſpoke from the heart. She 


added, that they at all times ſheazed an 


uniform fondneſs for their children, even 
_ when 


00 


LY 


when they themſelves ware in athe ed 'S 


poverty and diſtreſs. = 2A 


But if we ſhould even. ſuppoſe them to be: 

be ſo conſummately cool and artful as to 5 
perſiſt for a ſeries of years in the deepeſt . 
_ diflimulation, and that too-before a maid every 5 humans 
who was conſtantly with them, and ſaw * 
them in their moſt unguarded moments, 
what ſhall we ſay when we read theſe 
letters, now. accidental 2 recovered, and 
never intended for the view of any other 


perſon; theſe letters, written while Sir 


John was in priſon, and while Lady Jane 6 


was in ftraits and in fickneſs ? Is it poſ- 

ſible to ſuppoſe, that theſe letters, writ- 
ten in ſo noble a ſtile of piety, and ex- 
preſſing ſuch warm ſentiments of tender- 
neſs and love for their children ; is it poſ- N 
ſible to ſuppoſe, that theſe letters were 
alſo dictated by diſſimulation ? | 


I entreat my 8 may peruſe theſe The letters x 
ſtrong as if Sir 
moving letters, and I know how their Jahn and Lady 


honeſt breaſts will feel for much injured Juana been 
innocence. In reading that correſpon- ins 3 
dence, it is juſt as if two alledged confe- x mx: 
derates in a crime were overheard talking 
together in the very next room; and 

when we hear them breathing ſuch ſtrains 

of truth, ſhall we not believe them? 

Nay, it is as if we ſaw into the ve 


bottcet St Their hearts; 4 and what do we 5 
; find 
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EH « 8 5 
fc chere dat ne 
fection? N . 
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carats of. Sir 


john, Lady. Sin fob Stewart, and Mrs; Hewit, who 


i.£ 


kauen axe track of the: defendati 
birth. NT, 


Pong ee 1 db inn tir waſe exit Acai 


ons are ſtronger 


jane, and Mes. hade all three gone to death, foletinly” | 


than cirum- rations- alone, would be ſüfficient to 


ene 8 counterbalance all the circamftantial” 


proof which has been brought by the” | 


plaintiffs; allowing it all to bear faith in 
Judgement. One witneſs upon the brink” 
of eternity poſitively atteſting a fact, muſt 
to every humane mind, be of more avail, 
than many circumſtances which ſeeming- 
ly tend to prove the contrary, In the 
preſent caſe, ſuch circumſtances are op- 
poſed by no leſs than three witneſſes on 
the brink of eternity. 


cen - | Thus have I pleaded the cant of Mr. 
ag wy mr Douglas to the beſt of my abilities. 1 
S gg have examined the proof brought againſt 
him; and 1 hope I have ſhewn it to be to- 
tally inconcluſive, while Thave alſo ſnewn 
an amazing weight of evidence in his fa- 
vour, conſidering the diftarice of time. 
Providence indeed has ' preſerved: more 
proofs than 'could have been expagtcd, in 
order to defeat the deſigns of unjuſt re- 
2 ES venge. v 
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venge. But J defire and call upon my 


* 
9 


' readers, to remember, that this cauſe 


might be decided on conduct alone. Per- 


jury, and ſubornation of perjury, muſt 
be conſidered as interwoven with every 


page of the plaintiffs French proofs; 
otherwiſe I muſt boldly ſay, that Mr. 
Douglas has not a fair trial. This alarm- 
ing cauſe 1s now far advanced. The feel- 
ings of indignation and of humanity are 
equally rouſed. I leave then the Dovs- 


Las Causk with THE 1MPARTIAL 


PzorLE or THESE KinoDoMs, = 


THE END. 
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oN feng in the dews papers of 
Saturday laſt, that Conſiderationt ont 


#53 Doaglas Cauſe wets that day publiſhed, 
| and as 1 had read the proofs and memorials . 


vn that ſingularly important queſtion, I 
immediately ſent fot theſe Cofifiderations, in 


. btder that I might ſee every thing whicti 


ſhould be publiſhed upon a cauſe which has 
now for years ingroiſed the attention of al- 
moſt every perſon iti the united kingdom, 


as well as in other countries. In the be- 


8 of theſe Conſiderations, We are told 
hat they are compoſed by a perſon, #9 la. 


Jer, and d;ſcdnneFed with Both parties 
whoſe friends are pretty equally divided in 


their wiſhes } that it is a queſtion of fact; 


and that he had ofteri ſerved on juries, who 


ts by.the laws of K allowed to judge 


Bo Rig coy pt made ate pany — ju * «pee; 
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1 


in matters of fact. From this preamble, 1 


imagined that the obſervations of ſuchaperſon | 


would contain nothing in favour of either 


party, but what was founded in the proof; 
and that however far the keenneſs of parties 
might diſpoſe them to carry their reſpective 


arguments, an impartial unconnected jury- 


man would conſider facts in their true light, 
diveſted of all art and falſe colouring. But 


how great was my ſurprize, when inſtead 


of this I found in the very next page an 
inſinuation, That of the ſeven judges who 
ave their opinions for the defender in Scot- 


fand, two had been his council and. agents, 
two appointed his guardians, and a fifth had 
ſuch connections with the defender as had 


induced him to decline judging in tlie pre- 
liminary ſteps of the cauſe. The plain mean- 


ing of this inſinuation is to convey an idea 


as if only two of theſe ſeven judges were to 
be conſidered as Aigner with the de- 
fender: Whereas, on the other ſide, only 


two of the judges which remained, had the 


leaſt connection with the purſuers, by 


having been of their council. The fact, 


however, is, that three of theſe eight judges 
had been the purſuers council in the taw-ſuits 
betwixt duke Hamilton and Mr. Douglas, 
and that ſome of them and ſeveral others, 


are nearly connected with thoſe who expect 


to be heirs of the duke of Douglas, failing 


the defender; e eee the ſeven) ah 


ges 


4 


\ 


* 


\ 


cauſe from the diviſion 2 the judges; 


& who gave their ks the defender, ; 
the moſt diſtant connection with bim. 


. the ene place, this impartial jury- 
C man, who by the bye, is clearly ſome 
: hireling, employed by the purſuers, (and 


Who has only aſſumed the title of a diſcon- 
nected perſon, that his. Conſiderations may 


have the greater appearance of impartiality) 
goes on to inform, that he begun the exa- 


- mination of the proofs and memorials with 


diffidence; that he believed it an intricate 


and that he was careful leſt he ſhould 
wrong, as ſeven, or perhaps eight of the 
judges in Scotland had done; but that great 
was his aſtoniſnment on finding the cauſe 
perfectiy clear _ the defender. He then 
s on to give his reaſons for being of this 
opinion, ſome of the moſt material of which T 
Hall ſhortly touch upon, and ſhew that they 
are clearly falſe, and noother than an abridge- 
ment of the artificial arguments contained 


in the ne 's memorial. 


The firſt is, that Lady * 1 1 g 
Aix la Chapelle, in a 2 to Mr. Hal- 
dene, gave a falſe account of her deſtina- 


tion, which was prudent, if a fraud was 
intended, becauſe otherwiſe ſhe might have 


Heenawatched. That ſhe declined ſtaying 
W at Liege, and left Rheims upon the falle 


pretence of want of proper aſſiſtance. 
WS It 
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It is not true that ever Lady Jane 
cealed or gave a falſe account of her deſtina- 
tion on leaving Aix - for ſome time, it is 
perfectly clear ſhe intended to have gone to 
Geneva, and there after changed her mind; 
- when ſhe did fo, ſhe made no ſecret of the 
place of her deſtination, tald the whole cir- 
cle of her acquaintance at Aix that ſhe was 
going to Rheims, 5 Lady Wigton 
come and live with her there, and cauſed 
to write to a perſon to take a houſe for her. | ff 
She mentioned it to her whole acquaintances 
at Liege, at which place the could not poſſibly 
ſtay, as it is the moſt diſagreeable place in 
Germany, and ſhe had by this time given 
orders to take a houſe for her at Rheims. 
Immediately on her arrival at Rheims, 
ſhe wrote to every perſon with whom ſhe 
had occafion to correſpond, and even invited 
Lord Crawford to come and vifit them there. 
That after ſhe had ſtaid ſome. time at 
Rheims, ſhe was adviſed to go to Paris, 
on account of the unſſcilfulneſs of Accou- 
cheurs at Rheims, is alſo elearly in proof, 
and not the veſtige of evidence to the con- 
trary; ſo that this very ſuſpicious cireum- 
ſtance is falſe from beginning to end. 
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FE: This jurytnan next ſays, that ſo far were i 
they on leaving Rheims from acquaistis o 
Mr. Mailfer of the motives of their journey 


0 4 y Bs, 
to Paris, that they tell him, that the abſech 
o& Weir; journey Fas to make Purchaſes. 


It is very extraordinary that a\ perſon. 
| ould tell an abſolute untruth in an affair 
of this ſerious nature. Sir John never told 

Mr. Mailfer that his buſineſs to Paris was ta 
make purchaſes, nor does Mr. Mailfer ſay ſo 
in any part of the letter to Godfrey; and if 
Malter had ſaid it, which he does not, it 
would re abſurd Fe hence to-have 
' argued that the motive journey was 
concealed, as it is clearly in proof that it 
was known: to the whale town of Rheims. 


ö Again ie is ald. chat Lady Jane exobitch 
giving any detail of what paſt in Paris, and 
never was heard to mention any particular 
relative ta the birth of her rm only that 
on being preſſed Den Stair, the ſaid ſhe | 

had been delivered within two or three 


hours of her arrival at Paris, - but that the 


ſerutiny which has been ſince made, obliges 
Joy defender to give up is apequat of ny 
B ane. = 


This 3 is ; ablalowly falls, and can - 
trary to clear evidence. Lady Jane did, in 
her own life time, mention all the circum- 
ſtances of her delivery, the time when, the 
perſon in whaſe hauſe, and the Accoucheur 


an, 5 * The evidence of Lady Jane' 5 : 


R ” having 


N 
having ſaid ſne was delivered within two or 
three hours of her arrival in Paris, is of a very, 
ſingular nature. The hearſay of a hearſay 
from Lady Stair, then almoſt 80 years of 
age, and remarkably deaf, ſworn to by her 
daughter, Mrs. Primroſe, at the diſtance of 
many years; and who, at the time of | if 
giving her oath, is above 60 years of age. : 
This very witneſs too has, from want of 
memory, ſworn ſundry things which are 
not true, and clearly diſproved ; conſequent- _ 
Iy this part of her oath is not very much to | 
be depended upon, and is alſo contradicted . „ 
by poſitive —— It is an abſolute un- 
truth, that the defender is forced out of 
this account given by Lady Jane, by the 
ſcrutiny ſince made. At the defender's ſer- 
vice, when no ſcrutiny had been made, the 
time, the place, and every circumſtance of the 
birth was mentioned, in the ſame manner as 
at preſent. If Mrs. Hewit had ſaid at the 
ſervice, that Lady Jane had been brought 
to bed in three hours after her arrival at Pa- 
ris; and it had now been inſiſted, it was 
ſix days after, what this impartial Scotch 
jury- man ſays, would have been true; but as 
it is otherwiſe, it is an abſolute falſhood. 


He next ſays, Sir John's examination was 
taken in preſence of the Lords, with great 
deliberation, and laſted three days; and 
yet that the defender wants to reject 5 Q 


„ «6 7 =) 
falſe in ever) article and to ſubſtitute ano- 
ther La Marre, in Lare of Sir John's La 
Marre, with the aid of one Mr: Menager, 
who depoſes to a delivery performed by La 
Marre; but which cannot be that of MOL, 


| Jang” as it Cr: N in the he 1746: - 


"This + is as unfair © as any of his * 
obſervations. The defender never has, ſo 
far as I can obſerve from his memorial, re- 
jected any one part of Sir John's declaration f 
as falſe; he has owned, that from his great 
age, wen 74 years, and ſickly ſtate, 
having been raiſed out of bed to attend the 
court of ſeſſion, he had fallen into ſome in- 
conſiderable miſtakes, in anſwering queſti- 
ons as to facts, which happened ſixteen 
years before. I ſee it is aſſerted, and not 
denied, that he behaved on that occaſion, 
with uncommon eaſe and unconcern, which 
would have been impoſſible if he had been 
guilty of the crime this Jury- man ſuppoſes: 
and fo far as I can obſerve from the printed 
ſpeeches of the judges, none of them have 
inſinuated, that he did not behave on that 
occaſion, in the moſt proper manner. As 
to the delivery mentioned by Mr. Menager, 
having happened in the year 1746, this is 
clearly not true, as there 1s the moſt unde- 
niable evidence of its having happened ſub- 
3 ſequent to La Marre's marriage, which was 
e * 1747, and in — 1748, when he 


4 38 


(s. » 
gave out Sholte to be nurſed upon e mil 
of a woman near 1 we hild was 


Tei is next ſaid, that th — time. — 
John mentioned real erſons, was in a note 2 
to Mrs. Napier, in the year 1756, when + | 
he mentioned. Michelle s as the place « of de- 
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* z Et ” 2x > * * . 99 « 4 
F N We R 5." 
* 7 5 7 0 5 . 4 ks ay 4 "TY 6+ 2 * < 


livery, imagining that that family would, 


by that time, at the diſtance of 's years, 

have been dead; but finding that they had 

been found out, he ſhifted the ſcene, -— i | 

placed it in the houſe of the ideal, Madame *tkt 
Le Brun, who was then mentioned far tha; | 


firſt tune. 4 + _—_— | ; 31, ©. 64,7 # E 


This too is as untrue as any . bis no 


mer obſervations. Sir John en one 


landlady in place N y mere unin- 
tended miſtake. La Brun's h — — men- 


tioned in Lady Ja ha ne's life time, as the place 
0 


of her delivery, ſo that it was not on the Mi- 
chelle family being found out, and denying 
that the delivery happened in their houſe that. 
ſhe was beſt mentioned. And the reſult of 
the enquiries by Principal Gordonznever was 
Vee pe ang P Sir John, a beg ins y he. 
could not yary the place, © Peng tn m 
ed of that enquiry. _ 5 = 


He next ſays, that if a Sor Lady as 
quality þ had been really A of ring 


in 


— 3 4 of it; — 

that every; porſon in whoſe, houſe they ever 

| lodge abroad, remember them; — that 

every other perſon, except La «= hey Le 

Baus, theſe precious Th as t ey are 
cane, eben ol 


10 this its, katy OTST 
ticed, that the only title Lady Jane took, 
either at Paris or at Rheims, was that of 
Madame Stewart, and that the wiſe of the 
meaneſt perſon in Fe is called Madame; 
| ſuch as the noted Madame Mignion, Ma- 
_— „ Se. who are common os 

;: ſo that her being a lady of quality 
— ſa much as known, and the de- 
livery of a lady of twins was ſurely no ex- 
traordinary affair. And it is not true, — 55 
_ perſon with whom they lod 

pt Le Brun, has been found. F Yor 
U ies at Sedan are not found out. The ber 
ſon in whoſe houſe they lived: aſter leaving 
Godefroi's, and before entering to Michelle s, 
has not been found out; and the nurſe 
brought to Michelle's, as well as Sir John's 
ſervant: Quibil, one of Godefroi's ſervants, 
and ſeveral perſons of this very name of Le 
Brun, who at that time had houſes in Paris, 
| gee not bonne out 3 all of re are racers | 


15 6 10 * 
eſt evidinbe; poſiible of. La Mare: 0 
and of His death; of his having brought © 
Lady Jane to bed, and B ö dana of - i 


his acquaintances: TREES VS: Rt 


The Juryman chun 98 455 chop mt If 
rived at Godefroi's on the 4th, where they* 
are proved by his books and oath to have 
remained till the 14th; he does not ſay 
where they were from the nath to the 18th, 
when he fays they arrived at Michelle's; 
that therefore Lady Jane could not have }\ 
been delivered on the 10th of July in re 
Brun's; and Mrs. Hewit has been guilty of 
wilful perjury in ſaying Lady Jane remained 
in childbed nine days. And this being the 
caſe, what credit, ſays he, can be given to 
any ching ſhe or Sir John can N 


I have ere the chidones: of this 5 
man Godefroi, and of his books, with as 
much attention, and with much leſs partia- 
lity, than this Juryman ; ; and 1 confeſs 1 
never ſaw ſuch a burleſque upon evidence. 

An inn-keeper ſwearing at the diſtance of 
eighteen years to the particular days of the 
week and month when a perſon or company 
entered to his houſe, what rooms they oc- 
cupied, and how many days they ſtaid, is 
ſuch a memory as never was heard of before. 
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q Sir John i in his whole books in July me 
leaſt 
the purſuers memorial, to ſhew-thata blank 


- Sir John; but this appears to me abſolutely OP 


dence, that they. arrived at Michelle's on 


evidence, if he had akon. tha dete 
| look at it. 1 


ment of a child from one Mignion, and 
ſays, that when he was given away, Hir 


| this coarſe blanket was found on the de- 


that 1 muſt be enen $ "Ig 


„ : ration. 


Og. i; 18:3; | OT 
dere are no ſuch perſons a6 Lady Jane and 


3 


ſo that the books can never be of the 
avail. There are indeed ſome arguments in 


account in this man's book muſt apply to 


chimerical: ſo it is unneceſſary, and indeed 
I have not time, to anſwer: them. Alt is not 
true, nor indeed is there the ſhadow of evi- 


the 18th, or ſooner than the 19th at night, 

or 20th July. But as the purſuers in their 
memorial have ſaid ſo, this impartial, diſ- 
intereſted, and judicious Juryman, takes it 
for granted, though contrary to the cleareſt 


ir 


He next goes © on to mention the enleve- 
mother inffted upon leaving her own fewadlmg<' L 
claaths, of a coarſe kind. of blanket, ; and 
fender when he was given to Favre; ſo 

It is amazing what, Jenizihe: party e or in- 


tereſt will carry a perſon to, in queſtions 
Which Kelerve the * unbiaſſed conſide- 
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in dr eſs, colour, 


6 1 


| ration... Madame Mignion, perjured as the 
is admitted to be, in favout of the pur- - 


ſuers, does not even ſay that the bit of dreſd 
left with her child was oo blanket ; and as 
e does Favre ſay, that what the deſcribes 


. molten or blanketing was a bit inferior 


to the other parts of the defender's dreſs. 
There never wete two children ſeen whoſe 


deſcriptions agree leſs with each other, than 
that of Mignion's child and the defender, 
trength, * and 125 


thing elſe. ge: 


From page 5 3. to page 43. a Hcg 
accuſes Lady Jane of falſhood, of flattery, 
of Calan, and I know not what, for no 
other reaſon, than that ſhe, in one of her 
Jetters, commends two young gentlemen 


ſhe met with at the Hague ;—that ſhe is in 


a paſſion with one of her relations for fay- 
ing ſhe is living at Windſor, under a bor- 
rowed name, with Col. Stewart; and that 
ſhe denied her marriage to Lady Catharine 


Wemyſs, at a time ſhe was Feaplng' it a ch | 


cret from all the world, 


24s perſon of her high rank, 8 . 
able good character for religion, good ſenſe, 
and other amiable accompliſhments, is to 
be abuſed in the manner this hireling (for 
he can be acthing 0 has done Lady Jane, 


. 


wand 'þ J 


; men of whom ths had hen Of an opi- 
nion. From her own letter; ſhe had mucii 


: angry with for many falſhoods ſhe had 


$ "> 13 1 


:eſcape falling 


is very true that if ths 


differently of ſome of thoſe young gentle- 


fon to be diflatisfied at the petſon ſhe-is 


raiſed to her prejudice; and her denying 


her marriage 5 not, in her circumſtan- 


ces, appear to me at all gulpable, - If people 
are to judge of one's character from their 


writings, the author of theſe Conſiderations, 


if he is as diſintereſted in this ſuit as he pre- 
tends, is ſurely a very bad hearted, man: 
for, at the very time he is employed in 
writing theſe Conſiderations, he muſt have 
been ſenſible he was ſaying many things 


which are abſolutely falſe, with an inten- 


tion to prejudice the world againſt. yup 


man who. mover offended. TO 9 2 5 


He next 4 that Sholto v was left Sos 


months at Paris, under the care of La 


Marre, and that if he had died in the mean 


time, 1 ol bare knew where this Mm wy, 
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have been loſt. 


WER 1 well at the dene — 9 
cb was at nurſe, he had ſeen him fre; 
quently 


for ſuch reaſons” as theſe, it is cettain no 
woman on earth cin poſſi 
« re 10 the f 
hearted people. I 
was now alive the 1 


ite of ſuch illiberal, bad- = 
probably think 
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Yoo ent vhs at Phat: le had viſited him 


Bamartinè; he had wrote to Lady ane 


an account of his health from Paris to that 
place, as appears from Mrs, Hewit's letter 
to the maids. He returned to Paris in Oc- 
tober 1748, and carried cloaths with him 
3 75 the child; he went back again in the 
Spring 1749, for no other purpoſe but to 
L the child. How then can this man ſay 
that if La Marre had died the child would 
have been loſt? The only reaſon he has is, 
that Sir John ſays, when examined, in the 
year 1762, in the 74th year of his age, that 
he did not then remember the Wal where 
| _ had lived i in the year Che HE 


The Juryttian then goes on to kate, e 
ben Sir John and Lady Jane were about to 
return to Britain, then went from Rheims 
to Paris, underthe pretence of bringing away 
their ſecond child, that during the eight days 
they were then at Paris, a child of one Sanry 
was carried off from his father, by) one 
Duverne, who was aged about ſixty, and 
that this Duverne was no other than Sir 
John TAE, and the child SEN 5 


As to this charge, without entering much 


into the particulars, it is as clear as ſun- 
ſhine that the child of Sanry and Sholto 


2 were different. The be of ithe exiſten h 
of Sholto from his irth in July M 


K moms War than ſy Ss ender ; yet Sholto 


beten, * a lawyer, 2 if * 9 to ds 


3 K us 
vincing, y's child was four 


was much leſs and weaker than his brother, 


28 2 been uniformly given out. Sanry's 


child. was walking and 1 when car- 
ried off, and yet the evidence is clear that 
Sholto did 5 when brought to Eng- 
land, and for ſome time after: and eve 


one of the purſuers witneſſes ſay, that appli- | 
cation was made to the lieutenant of police 


to make a ſearch for the perſons who carried 


off this child, within two or three days after 


he was taken away from his parents; and 
there is the moſt ſatisfying evidence that 


this magiſtrate was not applied to till the 


loth of January 1750, ſeveral weeks before 


which time Sir John had left Rheims, on 
his return to England, with both his chil- 


dren, ſo that he could not poſſibly have had 


the leaſt connection with this e en- 


N e ee e 3 


"Tlie. 1 upon the upped 


e of their not writing td Paris, 


when they heard of the ſuſpicions as to 
the legitimacy of their children, their 
writing to Aix for certificates of the preg- 


nancy, &c. are not worth minding, they 
are trivial and totally immaterial: only it is 


very clearly proved, that they took the ad- 
vice of a gentleman very eminent in his pro- 


ſo, 


0 3 pen 
falſe pln hk ale in theſe have 
been proved to have been, given:thdrhſclves 
the troable of obtaining dertifcates, — 
wouldouhee GEE n nm” 
| What hs 1 4 ears oc eftoi ĩs al 
| ready noticed, -anf it 4s . te take 


more n upon it at e 1 


His obGrvativne upor-tad) Jake's 
= + are puerile be 6, the 3955 
If ever womaii-on earth was with 
chlde doing the whole nine months prior to 
the birth, 12 2.4 Jane Douglas _—_— | 
axance of pregnancy was not n, | 
Cloned by this wes but gradual; 
obſerved by her fervants and the people 
about her from the firſt hour, and conti- 
nued gradually increaſing till ſhe was deli- 
vered of the defender and his twin brother. 
The ſuppoſal of her appearance of preg- 
nancy being ſtronger at Aix than at Rheims 
is ridiculous, when it is ſuppoſed ſhe was 
at this very time deceiving one of her own 
maid ſervants who was about her at * 
theſe places. 


This author 1 with — and. | 
nn account of the populafity 1 1 | 
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"i defender and his cauſè in Scotland; chad : 
y were incenſed at the 


the whole count 
judgment: hut that the judicious and moſt 


_ ſraluableipatt e though perhaps the 
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The e of this nete en I 1 8 not | 


4 ſee; nor did I ever hear who the valuable 


pur of ſociety alluded. to are, unleſs they 
the tutors of Duke Hamilton, —the heirs 


of line of the Duke of Douglas, and theit 
friends, and ſome of the authors of the 


ſcandalous reports which were N raiſed 
againſt Lady .. © 33] 


This gentleman however i is pleaſed to * 


that every humane heart muſt compaſſionate 


the defender; and that he applauds his pa- 


troneſs, by whom, I ſuppoſe, he means 
the Ducheſs of Douglas, for her MR 


_ ſupport of him. . 
Whether chis ** is one obs theſs 


humane hearted people will appear from his 
pamphlet. The defender, I am perſuaded, 


: deſpiſes his pity as much as his pamphlet, 
and as much as the Ducheſs of Douglas, if I. 


am not much miſtaken of her character, does 


his praiſes. She has done what ſhe thought 


her duty, and what ſhe owed to the fa- 
mily of Douglas in ſupporting it, and pro- 


gs a young man of eee merit, 


againſt 
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on-of 
and malici- 
her pupil 
obtaining 

they 


leaft reaſon to doubt of 
try which 1 


ſtice in another coun 
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